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Assessment  of  Federal  Support 
for  the  Committee  on  National  Statistics 


Summary  of  Evaluation  Task  Force  Report 


An  Evaluation  Task  Force  established  by  the 
Interagency  Panel  on  Federal  Statistics  has  recently 
completed  an  assessment  of  the  arrangements 
under  which  a  consortium  of  Federal  agencies 
provides  support  for  the  work  of  the  Committee 
on  National  Statistics  (CNSTAT).  This  article 
summarizes  the  Task  Force’s  report  “Assessment 
of  Federal  Support  for  the  Committee  on  National 
Statistics.”'  It  describes  the  objectives  of  the 
assessment  and  how  it  was  carried,  out,  and  pre¬ 
sents  the  main  findings  and  recommendations  of 
the  study. 

Committee  on  National  Statistics 

The  Committee  on  National  Statistics  was  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  National  Research  Council  of  the 
National  Academy  of  Sciences  in  January  1972, 
one  year  after  the  creation  of  such  a  body  was 
recommended  by  the  President’s  Commission  on 
Federal  Statistics.^  The  Commission  noted  that: 

”...  a  need  exists  for  continuous  review  of  Fed¬ 
eral  statistical  activities,  on  a  selective  basis,  by 
a  group  of  broadly  representative  professionals 
without  direct  relationships  with  the  Federal 
government.” 

This  new  group  would  perform  the  following 
functions: 

•  Monitor  the  implementation  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  recommendations. 

•  Conduct  special  studies  on  statistical  ques¬ 
tions  deemed  important  because  their  reso¬ 
lution  would  contribute  to  the  effectiveness 
of  the  Federal  system. 

•  Publish  its  findings. 

The  Commission’s  recommendation  stipulated 
that  the  new  body  was  to  have  the  independence 
necessary  to  assure  completely  objective  reviews, 
but  it  advised  against  locating  it  completely  out¬ 
side  Government  because  of  the  difficulties  this 
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might  create  in  obtaining  funding.  The  quasi-gov- 
ernmental  National  Academy  of  Sciences  was 
thought  to  be  an  appropriate  location. 

The  Consortium  and  the  Interagency  Panel 

In  1975,  a  consortium  of  major  Federal  statis¬ 
tical  agencies  was  established  to  provide  funding 
(“core  support”)  to  cover  the  administrative  costs 
of  CNSTAT  and  to  enable  the  CNSTAT  staff  to 
work  on  program  development  and  carry  on 
other  relevant  activities  of  limited  scope  and 
duration.  Core  support  funds  have  their  greatest 
impact  in  enabling  CNSTAT  to  do  the  kind  of 
preliminary  work  that  results  in  large-scale,  major 
projects  which  are  funded  separately  by  individ¬ 
ual  Federal  agencies. 

The  Interagency  Panel  on  Federal  Statistics  was 
formed  at  the  same  time  as  a  forum  for  the 
exchange  of  views  about  the  requirements  of  the 
Federal  statistical  system  in  relation  to  the  man¬ 
date  and  activities  of  CNSTAT.  It  consists  of  rep¬ 
resentatives  of  statistical  agencies  and  statistical 
policy  units  within  Federal  departments,  includ¬ 
ing  both  contributors  and  noncontributors  to  the 
consortium  funding.  Through  the  Interagency 
Panel,  agencies  make  known  to  CNSTAT  prob¬ 
lems  of  immediate  or  longer  run  importance  to 
them,  and  also  communicate  their  priorities  with 


'The  full  report  “.Assessment  of  Federal  Support  for  the 
tx)mmittee  on  National  Statistics"  is  being  distributed  to  survey 
participants,  members  of  the  Committee  on  National  Statistics, 
and  the  Interagency  Panel  on  Federal  Statistics.  .Additional 
copies  may  be  obtained  by  writing  to;  Suzann  Evinger,  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget,  RcHim  3001  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  D.C.  20503. 

^Federal  Statistics:  Report  of  the  President's  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  1971,  Vol.  I, 
pp.  175-76. 
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respect  to  CNSTAT’s  current  developmental 
activities.  It  meets  regularly  with  the  CNSTAT 
staff. 

Objectives  of  the  Assessment 

The  assessment  of  the  consortium  arrangement 
was  initiated  by  Dr.  Joseph  Duncan,  Chair  of  the 
Interagency  Panel.  While  the  core  support 
arrangement  has  been  reviewed  periodically,  it 
was  considered  important  to  undertake  an  overall 
assessment  of  the  total  program.  Dr.  Duncan 
appointed  an  interagency  task  force  to  conduct 
the  assessment  and  gave  it  maximum  latitude  in 
defining  the  specific  issues  to  be  examined.  The 
members  of  the  task  force  are  listed  on  page  439. 

The  Evaluation  Task  Force  focused  its  attention 
on  the  following  five  issues: 

—  Relevance  and  benefits  of  CNSTAT  projects 
to  the  Federal  statistical  system 

—  Priority-setting  mechanisms  for  the  selection 
of  CNSTAT  projects 

—  Utility  of  the  Interagency  Panel 

—  Interaction  between  members  of  CNSTAT 
and  the  Interagency  Panel 

—  Contractual  aspects  of  the  consortium 
arrangement 

Each  of  these  topics  is  covered  in  some  detail  in 
the  final  report  of  the  Evaluation  Task  Force  and 
is  addressed  in  its  recommendations.  Some  con¬ 
sideration  w'as  given  to  the  question  of  whether 
CNSTAT  activities  tend  to  identify  critical  issues 
before  they  emerge  as  matters  of  national  con¬ 
cern,  but  conceptual  and  methodological  difficul¬ 
ties  precluded  any  definitive  answer  at  this  point 
in  CNSTAT’s  existence. 

Sources  of  Information  for  the  Assessment 

In  addition  to  reviewing  existing  documenta¬ 
tion  of  CNSTAT  activities,  the  Task  Force  con¬ 
ducted  two  substantial  information-gathering 
efforts  in  support  of  the  assessment:  an  inter¬ 
agency  survey,  and  a  series  of  interviews  with 
present  and  former  CNSTAT  members  and  with 
CNSTAT  staff. 

The  Interagency  Survey. — During  the  last  5 
months  of  1980,  information  was  collected,  using 
self-administered  questionnaires,  from  172  senior 
Federal  executives,  most  of  them  from  agencies 
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represented  on  the  Interagency  Panel  on  Federal 
Statistics.  Respondents  included  heads  of  several 
statistical  agencies  and  others  who  have  decision¬ 
making  responsibilities  affecting  the  Federal  sta¬ 
tistical  system.  Also  included  were  officials  of  non- 
statistical  agencies  serving  in  positions  where  the 
results  of  CNSTAT  projects  might  be  applicable 
to  decisionmaking. 

The  questionnaire  contained  inquiries  about 
each  of  41  separate  projects  or  other  activities  of 
CNSTAT — some  completed,  some  in  progress, 
and  several  in  the  developmental  stages  or  being 
considered  for  development.  Questions  were 
asked  about  the  relevance  of  these  projects  to  the 
respondent’s  agency  mission  or  functions,  knowl¬ 
edge  of  final  or  intermediate  results,  and  actual 
and  potential  benefits,  direct  and  indirect,  to  the 
respondent  and  the  respondent’s  agency.  Respon¬ 
dents  were  encouraged  to  provide  narrative  com¬ 
ments  about  activities  with  which  they  were  famil¬ 
iar. 

The  survey  responses  were  processed  by  the 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Planning  and 
Evaluation,  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services.  Detailed  tabulations  and  excerpts  from 
the  narrative  responses,  as  well  as  a  full  descrip¬ 
tion  of  the  survey  methodology  (including  a  dis¬ 
cussion  of  the  limitations  of  the  results)  are  con¬ 
tained  in  the  report  of  the  Evaluation  Task  Force. 

Interviews  with  CNSTAT  members  and  staff. — As 
part  of  the  evaluation,  members  of  the  Task  Force 
interviewed  six  current  members  of  CNSTAT,  six 
former  members,  and  the  Executive  Director. 
Most  of  the  interviews  were  conducted  by  tele¬ 
phone,  the  rest  were  face-to-face.  The  interviews 
with  current  and  former  members  were  based  on 
a  prepared  list  of  questions,  covering  topics  such 
as  procedures  for  the  selection  of  projects  and  the 
setting  of  priorities,  and  interaction  of  CNSTAT 
and  its  members  with  the  Interagency  Panel  and 
with  officials  of  Federal  agencies.  Discussions  with 
the  Executive  Director  took  place  on  several  occa¬ 
sions  and  covered  all  aspects  of  CNSTAT  policies, 
procedures,  and  operations. 

Findings 

This  section  summarizes  the  major  findings 
contained  in  the  “Assessment  Report’’  and  pro¬ 
vides  the  basis  for  the  recommendations  which 
are  summarized  in  the  final  section  of  this  article. 

Statistical  Reporter 


These  findings  relate  directly  to  the  issues  which 
were  the  focus  of  the  assessment;  the  overall  con¬ 
cept  of  the  consortium  and  the  Interagency  Panel, 
the  criteria  and  priority  mechanisms  for  selecdon 
of  CNSTAT  projects,  knowledge  and  dissemina¬ 
tion  of  project  results,  the  relevance  and  benefits 
of  CNSTAT  projects,  and  the  utility  of  the  Inter¬ 
agency  Panel. 

1.  The  overall  concept  of  the  Consortium  and  the  Inter¬ 
agency  Panel 

From  the  historical  perspective,  the  decision  to 
create  a  consortium  and  provide  core  support  for 
the  Committee’s  general  operations  made  sense. 
Indeed  it  is  hard  to  see  how  CNSTAT  could  have 
functioned  in  a  way  that  conformed  to  its  original 
mandate  under  any  other  arrangement.  The  con- 
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cept  of  core  support  seems,  in  principle,  funda¬ 
mental  to  maintaining  the  Committee’s  indepen¬ 
dence,  to  securing  its  ability  to  devote  attention  to 
long-term  issues,  to  its  being  able  to  alert  statistical 
agencies  to  emerging  problems,  as  well  as  being 
an  established  organization  to  which  agencies  cao 
turn. 

Similarly,  the  idea  of  an  interagency  panel  was, 
historically,  appropriate  as  a  device  for  monitor¬ 
ing  the  use  of  untargeted  funds  and  as  a  medium 
of  communication  between  contributing  agencies 
and  the  Committee. 

2.  Project  selection  criteria 

The  foremost  criteria  considered  by  CNSTAT 
in  the  selection  of  projects  are: 

•  National  significance, 

•  Feasibility  within  the  confines  of  CNSTATs 
resources,  and 

•  Potential  funding  interest  on  the  part  of  Fed¬ 
eral  agencies  or  private  foundations. 

How  these  criteria  are  applied  in  practice  was  a 
salient  item  in  the  list  of  questions  which  the  Task 
Force  asked  in  interviews  with  present  and  former 
members  of  CNSTAT. 

In  some  instances,  a  more  precise  interpretation 
of  the  criteria  was  provided  in  the  course  of  these 
interviews.  For  example,  it  was  determined  that 
the  term  “broad  significance”  would  better  char¬ 
acterize  CNSTAT’s  leading  criterion  better  than 
the  term  “national  significance.”  “Feasibility”  was 
interpreted  as  the  presence  of  one  or  more 
CNSTAT  members  having  competence  relevant 
to  a  proposed  project  coupled  with  a  willingness 
to  participate  in  the  creation  and  direction  of  a 
specialized  panel.  “Feasibility”  was  also  thought  to 
def>end  on  knowledge  of  the  existence  of  experts 
who  might  serve  as  panel  members  and  on  the 
skills  and  interests  of  CNSTAT  staff. 

Criteria  other  than  those  explicitly  mentioned 
in  the  documents  and  articles  describing  CNSTAT 
activities  were  often  at  work  in  the  selection  proc¬ 
ess.  Others  noted  were:  ( 1)  the  predominance, 
not  simply  the  presence,  of  statistical  issues;  (2) 
the  existence  of  a  research  element;  (3)  accom¬ 
plishment  of  project  goals  requiring  the  cooper¬ 
ation  of  diverse  groups;  and  (4)  the  project  could 
not  be  done  equally  well  by  another  organization. 
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Clearly  emerging  was  the  consensus  that  the 
three  leading  criteria  are  always  taken  into 
account  in  the  Committee’s  selection  procedures, 
and  that,  contrariwise,  proposals  not  meeting  all 
three  criteria  are  rejected.  Funding  availability — 
while  highly  important — does  not  override  all 
other  considerations. 

The  absence  of  formal  priority-setting  proce¬ 
dures  was  both  confirmed  and  thought  to  be 
appropriate  in  the  case  of  an  organization  like 
CNSTAT.  There  was  clear  satisfaction  with 
CNSTAT’s  procedures  for  initiating  and  carrying 
out  major  projects.  On  the  question  of  long-term/ 
short-term  balance,  the  reactions  were  uniformly 
favorable.  There  was  no  indication  of  sacrificing 
of  long-term  solutions  for  work  on  immediate 
problems,  and  the  general  consensus  was  that 
major  projects  had  relevance  at  both  levels. 
Where  there  was  a  preference,  it  fell  clearly  in 
the  direction  of  long-range  emphasis  in  CNSTAT’s 
undertakings. 

3.  Knowledge  of  project  results 

Survey  respondents  reported  a  low  level  of 
knowledge  concerning  the  outcome  of  CNSTAT 
projects.  (The  appendix  to  this  article  contains  a 
brief  summary  of  the  CNSTAT  projects.)  On  the 
average,  only  1  respondent  in  10  was  very  familiar 
with  the  results  of  major  projects  completed  over 
the  past  5  years.  Only  2  in  10  were  somewhat 
familiar,  leaving  7  in  10  with  little  or  no  familiar¬ 
ity.  As  would  be  expected,  knowledge  of  com¬ 
pleted  projects  was  somewhat  greater  than  for 
projects  in  progress  or  other  activities.  Levels  of 
knowledge  were  directly  correlated  with  the  years 
of  core  support  given  to  CNSTAT  by  respon¬ 
dents’  agencies.  Knowledge  of  individual  major 
projects  was  substantially  higher  in  agencies  spon¬ 
soring  those  projects  than  in  non-sponsoring 
agencies.  Even  among  sponsoring  agencies,  how¬ 
ever,  over  one-third  of  the  respondents  had  little 
or  no  knowledge  of  the  projects  their  agency  was 
sponsoring. 

As  might  be  expected,  knowledge  of  individual 
projects  was  invariably  higher  among  respondents 
who  considered  the  project  relevant  to  their 
agency’s  mission  or  functions  than  among  those 
who  considered  it  marginal  or  outside  their 
agency’s  scope.  Several  of  the  narrative  comments 
on  the  survey  questionnaire  expressed  respon¬ 
dents’  desires  to  know  more  about  the  results  of 
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specific  projects,  and  there  was  some  criticism  of 
CNSTAT’s  dissemination  efforts. 

4.  Dissemination 

Current  procedures  for  disseminating  CNSTAT 
reports  are  as  follows: 

Reports  of  CNSTAT  projects  are  published  by 
the  National  Academy  of  Sciences.  When  reports 
are  published,  the  academy  issues  a  press  release 
to  newspaper  and  other  media.  Review  copies  of 
reports  are  sent  to  various  journals.  Brief  items 
describing  some  of  the  reports  have  appeared  in 
the  Newsletter  of  the  Federal  Statistics  Users’  Con¬ 
ference.  Comprehensive  reports  of  CNSTAT’s 
activities  and  publications  were  included  in  the 
February  1979  and  February  1980  issues  oiAmstat 
News,  the  newsletter  of  the  American  Statistical 
Association.  Some  products  of  CNSTAT  have 
been  announced  or  published  in  the  Statistical 
Reporter  and  elsewhere.'* 

When  a  final  report  is  printed,  CNSTAT  pur¬ 
chases  a  small  supply  at  the  wholesale  price.  The 
normal  distribution  is: 

•  A  small  supply  of  copies  to  the  agencies  that 

sponsored  the  project. 

•  A  copy  to  each  member  of 

•  CNSTAT 

•  The  CNSTAT  panel  that  produced  the 
report 

•  The  NAS  Assembly  of  Behavioral  and 
Social  Sciences  (ABASS) 

•  The  Interagency  Panel  on  Federal  Statis¬ 
tics. 

A  few  remaining  copies  are  retained  by  the 
CNSTAT  staff  to  meet  special  requests. 


^A.  Ross  Eckler,  and  Thomas  J.  Mills,  “Planning  and  Coor¬ 
dination  of  the  Federal  Statistics  System,”  Statistical  Reporter, 
Number  78-1 1  (August  1978).  The  paper  was  prepared  by  the 
authors  as  consultants  to  CNSTAT. 

I.  Richard  Savage,  “Setting  Statistical  Priorities,”  Statistical 
Reporter,  Number  77-3  (December  1976). 

J. S.  Hunter,  “Environmental  Monitoring,”  Statistical  Reporter, 
Number  78-10  (July  1978). 

Albert  Rees,  “Improving  the  Concepts  and  Techniques  of  Pro¬ 
ductivity  Measurement,”  Monthly  iMhor  Review  (September 
1979). 
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5.  Relevance  and  benefits  of  CNSTAT  projects  to  the 
Federal  statistical  system 

In  the  evaluation,  considerable  importance  was 
placed  on  the  relevance  and  benefits  of  CNSTAT 
projects  to  statistical  agencies.  All  of  the  data  on 
this  subject  were  derived  from  the  Interagency 
Survey. 

Respondents  to  the  Survey  were  asked  to  rate 
the  relevance  of  each  of  CNSTAT’s  41  projects 
to  their  agency’s  mission  or  functions.  The 
responses  allowed  were  “within  scope,”  “mar¬ 
ginal,”  and  “outside  scope.”  Mean  relevance 
scores  were  computed  for  projects  and  project 
groups,  as  well  as  for  various  respondent  groups, 
by  allowing  two  points  for  “within  scope,”  one 
point  for  “marginal,”  and  zero  points  for  “outside 
scope.”  Thus  mean  scores  can  vary  from  0  to  2. 
A  mean  score  of  0  would  mean  that  all  respon¬ 
dents  rated  the  project  “outside  scope,”  and  a 
mean  score  of  2  would  mean  that  all  of  them  clas¬ 
sified  it  as  “within  scope.”  A  mean  score  of  1 
would  mean  either  that  all  respondents  classified 
the  project  as  “marginal”  or  that  “within  scope” 
responses  were  balanced  by  an  equal  number  of 
“outside  scope”  responses. 

Table  1  shows  the  mean  scores  on  relevance  by 
project  group  and  the  range  of  mean  scores  for 
individual  projects  within  each  group. 


TABLE  1.  RELEVANCE  SCORES:  PROJECT  GROUP 
MEANS  AND  RANGES 


Project  group 

Mean 

Score 

Range  for 
individual  projects 
within  group 

Major  projects  completed 

LOO 

0.47  to  1.39 

Major  projects  in  progress 

0.95 

0.43  to  1.52 

Projects  under  development 

0.86 

0.20  to  1.34 

Potential  major  projects 

1.05 

0.58  to  1.41 

Other  activities 

1.04 

0.33  to  1.50 

As  Table  1  shows,  the  group  means  were  simi¬ 
lar,  except  for  projects  under  development,  which 
were  rated  somewhat  lower.  However,  the  scores 
for  individual  projects  within  groups  varied 
widely.  Low  relevance  scores  were  given  to  proj¬ 
ects  with  narrow  focus;  high  scores  were  given  to 
those  dealing  with  problems  of  broad  general 
interest  to  Federal  statistical  agencies. 

The  Interagency  Survey  had  three  questions  on 
benefits.  These  covered  direct  and  indirect  ben- 
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efits  of  each  project  to  the  respondent’s  agency, 
and  indirect  benefits  to  the  respondent,  i.e., 
whether  he  or  she  found  the  project  results 
enlightening  or  informative. 

The  questions  on  direct  and  indirect  benefits  to 
the  agency  were  asked  for  all  three  groups  of 
CNSTAT  undertakings:  major  projects  com¬ 
pleted,  major  projects  in  progress,  and  other 
activities.  They  were  phrased  to  cover  both  actual 
and  potential  benefits.  The  distinction  between 
direct  and  indirect  benefits  to  the  agency  was 
explained  on  the  questionnaire  as  follows: 

Direct:  “Actual  or  potential  direct  impact  on 
your  agency’s  policies,  practices  or 
research  directions.” 

High  Moderate  Little  or  none 
Cannot  judge 

Indirect:  “Likely  to  change  research  directions 
in  the  outside  community  that  will  later 
impact  on  your  agency’s  policies  or 
practices.” 

Yes  Perhaps  No  Cannot  judge 

The  difference  was  discussed  further  in  the 

instrucdons  provided  with  the  questionnaire. 

Table  2  summarizes  the  survey  responses  on 
direct  and  indirect  benefits  to  respondents’  agen¬ 
cies.  The  following  observations  are  based  on  the 
data  in  Table  2. 

•  The  responses  for  direct  and  indirect  benefits 
are  not  very  different  for  any  of  the  groups. 
This  was  also  true  for  individual  projects.  In 
every  project  group,  the  same  projects  were  at 
the  upper  and  lower  ends  of  the  ranges  shown 
in  Table  2. 

•  Fewer  respondents  felt  they  were  able  to  judge 
indirect  benefits  than  direct  benefits. 

•  The  benefits  of  “other  activities”  were  found 
harder  to  judge  than  those  of  major  projects 
completed  or  in  progress. 

•  Average  mean  scores  for  direct  benefits  were 
very  stable  across  project  groups.  For  indirect 
benefits  they  were  somewhat  lower  than  for 
“other  activities,”  probably  reflecting  a  feeling 
that  many  of  the  other  activities  were  less  likely 
than  the  major  projects  “to  change  research 
directions  in  the  outside  community.” 

Benefit  scores  for  individual  projects  within 
groups  varied  substantially.  There  is,  of  course,  a 
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TABLE  2.  DIRECT  AND  INDIRECT  BENEFITS  TO  AGENCY,  BY  PROJECT  GROUP,  FOR  ALL  RESPONDENTS 


Project  group 

Major  projects 

Other 

Item 

Completed 

In  progress 

activities 

Percent  responding  cannot  judge 

Direct  benefits 

20.9 

24.1 

34.6 

Indirect  benefits 

29.0 

33.5 

39.0 

Mean  score 

Direct  benefits 

0.64 

0.67 

0.66 

Indirect  benefits 

0.68 

0.70 

0.63 

Range  of  mean  scores  by  project 

Direct  benefits 

0.27-0.94 

0.26-1.15 

0.13-1.03 

Indirect  benefits 

0.33-0.94 

0.31-1.10 

0.19-0.89 

high  correlation  between  the  responses  on  rele¬ 
vance  and  those  on  benefits  to  the  agency.  As  shown 
in  Table  3,  benefit  scores  were  considerably  higher 
and  varied  less  by  project  when  based  only  on 
respondents  classifying  projects  as  relevant  to 
agency  mission  and  functions.  Scores  on  indirect 
benefits  were  quite  high  for  nearly  all  projects 
among  the  few  respondents  who  said  they  were 
very  familiar  with  the  project  (Table  4). 

6.  Utility  of  the  Interagency  Panel 

The  Interagency  Panel  provides  a  formal  mech¬ 
anism  for  group  interaction  between  CNSTAT 
and  the  Federal  agencies  that  have  an  interest  in 
its  work  and,  in  some  cases,  provide  financial 
“core  support”  through  the  consortium  funding 
arrangement.  In  addition  to  serving  as  agency 
representatives  on  the  Interagency  Panel,  there 
are  three  ways  in  which  individual  employees  of 


Federal  agencies  can  influence  CNSTAT  major 
projects: 

1.  By  serving  as  contract  technical  officers  for 
projects. 

2.  By  serving  as  members  of  CNSTAT  panels 
or  as  resource  persons  at  CNSTAT  panel 
meetings. 

3.  By  serving  as  pre-publication  technical 
reviewers  of  panel  reports. 

Prior  to  1978,  the  Interagency  Panel  met 
annually.  Starting  in  1978,  at  the  suggestion  of 
Interagency  Panel  members,  meetings  have  been 
held  once  each  quarter.  Agendas  for  quarterly 
meetings  typically  include  a  general  progress 
report  by  CNSTAT  staff,  selected  reports  on  spe¬ 
cific  completed  or  ongoing  studies  and  other 
activities,  discussion  of  proposals  for  new  projects, 
and  other  items  of  interest  to  the  Interagency 


TABLE  3.  DIRECT  AND  INDIRECT  BENEFITS  TO  AGENCY,  BY  PROJECT  GROUP,  FOR  RESPONDENTS 
CLASSIFYING  PROJECT  AS  WITHIN  SCOPE  OF  AGENCY’S  MISSION  AND  FUNCTION 


Project  group 


Item 

Major  projects 

Completed 

In  progress 

Other 

activities 

Percent  responding  cannot  judge 

Direct  benefits 

16.2 

12.7 

30.9 

Indirect  benefits 

22.4 

22.0 

34.7 

Mean  score 

Direct  benefits 

1.38 

1.37 

1.34 

Indirect  benefits 

1.22 

1.28 

1.15 

Range  of  mean  scores  by  project 

Direct  benefits 

1.14  to  1.59 

1.19  to  1.47 

1.18  to  1.62 

Indirect  benefits 

1.09  to  1.39 

1.06  to  1.36 

0.82  to  1.41 
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TABLE  4.  INDIRECT  BENEFITS,  BY  PROJECT,  FOR  RESPONDENTS  WHO  WERE  “VERY”  OR  “SOMEWHAT’ 

FAMILIAR  WITH  PROJECT 


Respionse  on 

knowledge 

Very  familiar 

Somewhat  familiar 

Project  group  and  name 

Total 

Responding 
on  indirect 
benefits 

Mean  score 

Total 

Responding 
on  indirect 
benefits 

Mean 

score 

Major  projects  completed 

1 .  Evaluation  of  crime  surveys 

10 

10 

1.80 

23 

19 

1.05 

2.  Methodology  for  statistical  priorities 

12 

11 

1.18 

30 

24 

1.00 

3.  Environmental  monitoring 

4.  Privacy  and  confidentiality  in  survey 

7 

6 

1.50 

21 

17 

1.00 

response 

20 

17 

1.53 

34 

25 

1.16 

5.  Review  of  productivity  statistics 

18 

16 

1.38 

23 

15 

1.07 

6.  Decennial  census  plans 

20 

19 

1.68 

65 

54 

1.11 

Major  projects  in  progress' 

1 .  Review  of  skin  cancer  statistics 

2 

2 

2.00 

14 

11 

1.18 

2.  Incomplete  data 

14 

13 

2.00 

33 

29 

0.97 

’  Includes  only  projecis  for  which  intermediate  results  were  available  at  time  of  survey. 

Panel,  usually  resulting  from  recent  events  which 
impact  the  Federal  statistical  system. 

The  charter  of  the  Interagency  Panel  calls  for 
occasional  attendance  at  CNSTAT  meetings  by 
Panel  members  for  the  purpose  of  participating 
in  discussions  of  the  relevance  of  proposed  proj¬ 
ects  to  the  Federal  statistical  system.  For  example, 
six  Panel  members  attended  a  portion  of  the 
CNSTAT  meeting  of  October  3,  1980,  at  which 
time  they  made  brief  presentations  and  presented 
suggestions  for  future  CNSTAT  programs. 

Reaction  from  members  of  CNSTAT  inter¬ 
viewed  by  the  Task  Force  about  the  adequacy  and 
utility  of  interaction  between  CNSTAT  and  the 
Interagency  Panel,  and  more  generally  between 
CNSTAT  and  its  “users”  in  the  Federal  statistical 
system,  varied  but  was  generally  positive.  There 
was  no  indication  that  past  interaction  was  exces¬ 
sive  or  that  the  independent  status  of  CNSTAT 
had  been  compromised.  A  minority  considered 
the  present  level  of  interaction  to  be  adequate  or 
to  be  as  much  as  could  be  expected,  given  the 
limited  time  that  members  have  available  for 
CNSTAT  activities.  The  majority  favored 
increased  interaction,  but  had  diverse  ideas  about 
how  this  should  be  achieved. 

Recommendations 

The  recommendations  of  the  Task  Force  cover 
issues  identified  by  it  at  the  outset  of  the  evalua- 
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tion  process,  including  contractual  arrangements, 
dissemination  of  CNSTAT  projects,  fuller  utili¬ 
zation  of  the  technical  resources  of  the  Federal 
statistical  system  and  communication  between  the 
Interagency  Panel  and  CNSTAT. 

Recommendation  1. — The  most  important  rec¬ 
ommendation  of  the  Task  Force  is  that  core  fund¬ 
ing  of  CNSTAT  by  the  consortium  should  be  con¬ 
tinued.  This  recommendation  is  based  on  the 
finding  that  Federal  agencies  are  deriving  impor¬ 
tant  benefits  from  CNSTAT’s  work  and  that  core 
support  is  essential  to  the  operation  of  CNSTAT 
and  the  functioning  of  its  staff.  The  range  of 
activities  of  CNSTAT — reviewing  statistical  issues 
that  result  in  full-scale  reports,  conducting  con¬ 
ferences  and  testifying  before  Congressional  com¬ 
mittees — suggests  the  value  of  an  indepiendent 
perspective  to  national  concerns  where  statistical 
issues  play  a  crucial  role.  CNSTAT’s  contributions 
also  have  relevance  in  the  broad  context  of  the 
statistical  and  research  communities  and  are  not 
just  restricted  to  the  Federal  statistical  system. 

Recommendation  2.  —  Certain  administrative 
adjustments  to  the  contractual  arrangements  are 
recommended.  Foremost  among  these  adjust¬ 
ments  is  the  recommendation  that  all  member 
agencies  of  the  Interagency  Panel  should  be 
encouraged  to  contribute  to  the  core  support  of 
CNSTAT.  Larger  agencies  should  contribute  in 
proportion  of  their  budgets,  bearing  in  mind  that 
the  larger  agencies  are  the  greater  beneficiaries 
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of  the  full  range  of  CNSTAT  activities  developed 
with  core  support. 

Recommendation  3.  —  CNSTAT  staff  and  the 
members  of  the  Interagency  Panel  should  do  a 
more  thorough  job  of  disseminating  information 
concerning  the  Committee  on  National  Statistics, 
with  particular  emphasis  on  publicizing  project 
results.  Implicit  in  this  recommendation  is  the 
Task  Force’s  view  that  CNSTAT  products  deserve 
to  be  known  and  used. 

Recommendation  4.  —  A  Coordinating  Subcom¬ 
mittee  of  the  Interagency  Panel  should  be  estab¬ 
lished  as  a  standing  subcommittee.  Agency  partic¬ 
ipation  should  be  rotational.  The  Subcommittee 
should  be  composed  of  a  leader  and  four  mem¬ 
bers  appointed  by  the  chair  of  the  Interagency 
Panel. 

The  rationale  for  this  recommendation  is  that 
the  Interagency  Panel  is  a  large  body  not  well 
equipped  to  maintain  constant  contact  with 
CNSTAT  activities.  The  major  function  of  the 
Subcommittee  would  be  to  facilitate  communica¬ 
tion.  In  addition,  the  Subcommittee  would  be 
responsible  for  reviewing  the  budget  proposal 
provided  by  CNSTAT  as  the  basis  for  the  award 
of  annual  core  support.  Particular  attention 
should  be  given  to  the  following  points: 

1.  Responsiveness  of  the  proposal  to  the  needs 
of  the  Federal  statistical  system. 

2.  Adequacy  of  the  budget  allocation  for  the 
expanded  level  of  reports  dissemination  pre¬ 
viously  recommended. 

Recommendation  5. — A  more  formal  procedure 
should  be  established  to  elicit  suggested  study  top¬ 
ics  from  Interagency  Panel  members  and  their 
agencies,  and  to  obtain  some  idea  of  the  priorities 
they  would  assign  to  the  various  topics  suggested. 

Recommendation  6.  — The  Coordinating  Subcom¬ 
mittee  should  be  given  a  continuing  evaluation 
responsibility. 

In  determining  the  benefits  derived  from  com¬ 
pleted  projects,  information  should  be  gathered 
from  Federal  agency  staff  (or  former  staff)  who 
(a)  were  primarily  responsible  for  decisions  to 
fund  CNSTAT  projects,  (b)  served  as  contract 
technical  officers  or  the  equivalent,  or  (c)  were 
members  of  CNSTAT  panels. 

444 


Recommendation  7. — Steps  should  be  taken  to 
ensure  fuller  use  of  the  substantial  technical 
expertise  existing  within  the  membership  of  the 
Interagency  Panel  and  within  the  Federal  statis¬ 
tical  system.  More  use  should  be  made  of  govern¬ 
ment  experts  in  setting  up  CNSTAT  panels  and 
having  the  technical  aspects  of  CNSTAT  reports 
reviewed.  More  interaction  between  the  members 
of  CNSTAT  and  the  members  of  the  Interagency 
Panel  would  be  desirable.  There  is  a  need  for 
CNSTAT  members  to  be  more  aware  of  the 
Interagency  Panel,  its  relationship  to  CNSTAT, 
and  the  core  funding  of  CNSTAT. 

Recommendation  8. — The  Task  Force  alerts 
CNSTAT  to  the  finding  that  there  is  substantial 
variation  among  projects  in  terms  of  relevance 
and  benefits  as  perceived  by  respondents  to  the 
Interagency  Survey,  and  recommends  that 
CNSTAT  use  this  information  in  future  decision¬ 
making. 


Appendix 

Summaries  of  CNSTAT  Projects 

(As  of  August  1981) 

MAJOR  PROJECTS  COMPLETED 

Evaluation  of  Crime  Surveys  (LEAA) 

“Surveying  Crime”  is  a  study  of  the  National 
Crime  Survey,  a  major  continuing  survey  begun 
in  1972  that  provides  information  on  crimes 
obtained  from  households  and  their  members, 
rather  than  from  police  records.  The  National 
Crime  Survey  not  only  obtains  information  on 
crimes  that  were  not  reported  to  the  police,  but 
also  describes  additional  circumstances  and  makes 
it  possible  to  develop  victimization  rates  for  var¬ 
ious  groups  of  the  population. 

The  Committee  was  asked  by  the  Law  Enforce¬ 
ment  Assistance  Administration  (LEAA)  to  review 
both  the  methodology  and  utility  of  this  series. 
The  expert  panel  sponsored  by  the  Committee 
recommended  that  LEAA  strengthen  its  analytical 
resources,  streamline  data  collection,  and  exploit 
those  aspects  of  information  on  crime  that  can  be 
most  easily  obtained  from  the  public,  as  opposed 
to  official  law  enforcement  records.  Surveys  of 
households  can  obtain  information  on  different 
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perceptions  of  what  constitutes  crime,  such  as 
under  what  circumstances  is  a  fight  between 
friends  or  relatives  perceived  as  a  crime.  Surveys 
of  victims  can  also  provide  information  on  vul¬ 
nerability  and  risk,  on  the  relationship  between 
the  incidence  of  crime  and  the  use  of  protective 
devices  and  practices,  and  on  similar  questions 
useful  to  law  enforcement  agencies.  The  report, 
“Surveying  Crime”,  was  published  in  December 
1976. 

Methodology  for  Statistical  Priorities  (ASPEIHEW) 

The  Committee  was  asked  by  the  Department 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare  to  explore  how 
decisions  are  made  about  data  to  collect,  and  how 
those  decisions  should  be  made.  The  Department 
suggested  using  the  National  Center  for  Educa¬ 
tion  Statistics  as  a  case  study.  The  Panel  on  Meth¬ 
odology  for  Statistical  Priorities  was  formed  and 
was  asked  to  examine  methodology  for  determin¬ 
ing  data  priorities  and  to  recommend  research 
that  might  subsequently  be  done  to  test  and 
develop  any  promising  methods.  The  Panel’s 
report  reviews  principles  and  practices,  discusses 
implementation  of  benefit  analysis,  makes  several 
recommendations,  and  includes  as  an  appendix  a 
set  of  background  papers.  The  report,  “Setting 
Statistical  Priorities,”  was  published  in  July  1976. 

Environmental  Monitoring  (EP A) 

“Environmental  Monitoring”  is  a  review  of  the 
programs  of  the  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  and  other  agencies  to  monitor  pollution 
and  its  effects.  This  study  was  undertaken  by  the 
Committee  in  cooperation  with  two  other  National 
Research  Council  units,  the  Environmental  Stud¬ 
ies  Board  and  the  Numerical  Data  Advisory 
Board,  as  part  of  a  broader  NRC  review  of  deci¬ 
sionmaking  by  the  Environmental  Protection 
Agency.  EPA  expressed  particular  concern  about 
programs  to  measure  pollution  sources,  amounts, 
and  effects.  The  major  recommendations  of  the 
Study  Group  on  Environmental  Monitoring  con¬ 
cerned  the  need  for  EPA  to  apply  better  the  sci¬ 
entific  principles  to  the  design,  operation,  and 
evaluation  of  its  monitoring  programs.  Improve¬ 
ments  were  also  suggested  in  the  agency’s  man¬ 
agement  of  scientific  data;  and  new  monitoring 
programs,  including  some  to  anticipate  environ¬ 
mental  problems  or  to  detect  them  in  early  stages, 
were  recommended.  The  report,  “Environmental 
Monitoring”,  was  published  in  June  1977  and  a 
supplemental  volume  of  papers  in  October  1977. 
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Privacy  and  Confidentiality  in  Survey  Response 
{ Census) 

The  Bureau  of  the  Census  is  required  by  statute 
to  preserve  the  confidentiality  of  responses  to  cen¬ 
suses  and  surveys  yet  other  statutory  require¬ 
ments  permit  access  to  records.  This  conflict  is 
further  exacerbated  by  the  apparently  growing 
reluctance  of  the  public  to  participate  in  surveys. 
The  Bureau  of  the  Census  asked  the  Committee’s 
help  in  discovering  how  the  public  feels  and 
behaves  in  responding  to  surveys.  The  work 
included  two  exploratory  studies  (with  fieldwork 
done  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  and  a  univer¬ 
sity-connected  survey  institution): 

•  A  sample  survey  of  opinions  on  privacy  and 
confidentiality. 

•  A  controlled  randomized  experiment  in 
which  five  conditions  of  survey  confidential¬ 
ity  (from  absolute  to  none)  were  compared 
as  to  frequency  and  nature  of  response  to  the 
survey  questionnaire. 

Despite  considerable  suspicion  evinced  in  the 
opinion  survey  that  promises  of  confidentiality 
are  not  to  be  trusted,  the  randomized  experiment 
achieved  a  generally  high  response  rate,  although 
there  was  a  positive  relation  between  the  degree 
of  confidentiality  promised  and  the  response  rate. 
The  report,  “Privacy  and  Confidentiality  as  Fac¬ 
tors  in  Survey  Response,”  was  published  in  Sep¬ 
tember  1979. 

Review  of  Productivity  Statistics  ( N CP  IDOL) 

This  is  a  study  of  the  meaning,  accuracy,  uses, 
and  misuses  of  estimates  of  productivity  of  the 
economy.  Current  measures  of  productivity  have 
indicated  a  depressed  rate  of  U.S.  productivity 
growth  for  more  than  a  decade.  Experts  have  dif¬ 
fered  over  the  causes,  some  ascribing  slower 
growth  to  economic  causes,  some  to  social  and 
environmental  factors;  and  others  have  raised 
questions  about  the  completeness  and  other  tech¬ 
nical  aspects  of  the  measurements.  Judgments  on 
the  course  of  the  economy’s  productivity  can 
affect  fiscal  policy,  wage  and  price  policy,  inter¬ 
national  trade,  and  other  macroeconomic  issues. 
The  National  Center  for  Productivity  and  Quality 
of  Working  Life  asked  the  Committee  to  review 
the  concepts  of  productivity  needed  in  economic 
and  other  analyses,  to  evaluate  the  current  mea¬ 
sures  in  the  light  of  these  needs,  and  to  recom¬ 
mend  improvements.  The  report  describes  the 
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limits  as  well  as  the  utility  of  productivity  mea¬ 
sures  and  encourages  their  use  with  realistic 
appreciation  of  both.  It  also  suggests  extensions 
and  improvements  in  present  measurement  prac¬ 
tices.  The  report,  “Measurement  and  Interpreta¬ 
tion  of  Productivity,”  was  published  at  the  end  of 
1979. 

Decennial  Census  Plans  ( Commerce) 

“Counting  the  People  in  1980”  discusses  aspects 
of  plans  for  the  1980  census  with  special  refer¬ 
ence  to  completeness  of  coverage.  In  evaluating 
its  own  work  in  earlier  censuses,  the  Bureau  of 
the  Census  has  estimated  not  only  that  it  missed 
a  certain  percentage  of  the  population — overall, 
about  2.5  percent — but  that  the  miss  rate  fell 
unevenly  on  certain  population  groups;  for  exam¬ 
ple,  young  black  men,  of  whom  almost  20  percent 
may  have  been  missed  in  1970.  Differential 
undercoverage  may  affect  the  distribution  of  Fed¬ 
eral  and  state  funds  to  particular  jurisdictions,  as 
well  as  legislative  apportionments,  so  that  under¬ 
coverage  and  ways  to  reduce  it  have  become 
important  considerations  in  planning  for  cen¬ 
suses.  The  Committee  was  asked  to  review  the 
Census  Bureau’s  plans  for  improving  population 
coverage  in  the  1980  census,  including  more 
intensive  field  procedures,  promoting  community 
cooperation,  and  the  controversial  topic  of  possi¬ 
bly  adjusting  the  census  figures  for  the  estimated 
undercount.  Its  panel  suggested  that  adjusting 
census  figures  for  an  expected  undercount  of  the 
U.S.  population  would  lead  to  a  more  equitable 
distribution  of  Federal  funds  for  social  programs. 
The  report,  “Counting  the  People  in  1980:  An 
Appraisal  of  Census  Plans,”  was  published  in 
November  1978. 

Small-Area  Estimates  of  Population  and  Income 
( Census) 

At  the  request  of  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  a 
special  panel  was  established  to  review  the  pro¬ 
cedures  used  by  the  Census  Bureau  to  make 
postcensal  small-area  estimates  of  population  and 
per-capita  income.  The  study  evaluates  current 
estimation  techniques  by  examining  the  data 
sources  now  used,  the  availability  and  suitability 
of  alternative  data  sources,  the  methods  of  esti¬ 
mation  now  used,  and  the  possibility  of  using 
additional  or  other  methods.  The  levels  of  accu¬ 
racy  of  current  estimates  are  assessed  in  light  of 
the  uses  made  of  them.  The  acceptability  of  the 
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estimates  depends  on  the  effects  of  the  potential 
errors  on  these  uses.  The  report,  “Estimating 
Population  and  Income  of  Small  Areas,”  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  December  1980. 

MAJOR  PROJECTS  IN  PROGRESS 

Review  of  Skin  Cancer  Statistics  (NCI,  DOT,  ERDA, 
NIEHS) 

This  study  began  as  an  evaluation  of  fragmen¬ 
tary  and  conflicting  estimates  of  the  incidence  of 
skin  cancer.  It  progressed  beyond  a  simple  eval¬ 
uation  into  an  attempt  to  develop  a  statistical 
model  of  the  relationship  between  changes  in  the 
amount  of  ozone  in  the  stratosphere  and  the 
incidence  of  skin  cancer.  An  interim  report, 
“Estimates  of  Increases  in  Skin  Cancer  Due  to 
Increases  in  Ultraviolet  Radiation  Caused  by 
Reducing  Stratospheric  Ozone,”  was  published  as 
Appendix  C  to  “Environmental  Impact  of  Strato¬ 
spheric  Flight.”  Since  that  time,  interest  in  the 
relationship  of  stratospheric  ozone  and  skin  can¬ 
cer  incidence  has  heightened  with  awareness  of 
the  effect  of  fluorocarbons  on  the  ozone  layer. 
The  panel  engaged  in  the  study  has  continued  to 
accumulate  evidence  and  to  refine  a  number  of 
models  to  determine  if  they  provide  broadly  con¬ 
sistent  estimates  of  changes  in  skin  cancer  inci¬ 
dence  associated  with  changes  in  intensity  of 
ultraviolet  radiation. 

Incomplete  Data  (NSF,  DOE,  SSA) 

“Incomplete  Data,”  another  technical  review 
under  way  by  a  separate  panel  of  the  Committee, 
concerns  a  problem  that  plagues  almost  all  who 
collect  or  use  data  from  surveys:  how  to  handle 
incomplete  data.  The  panel  is  reviewing  and  com¬ 
paring  procedures  used  for  such  data  and  it  is 
summarizing — and  advancing — the  relevant  the¬ 
ory  and  methods  for  field  procedures,  data  proc¬ 
essing,  and  estimation.  The  panel  will  also  suggest 
how  results  of  surveys  and  descriptions  of  their 
errors  can  be  reported  to  take  account  of  the 
incompleteness. 

The  results  of  the  study  will  be  published  in 
four  reports:  the  panel  report  proper,  including 
recommendations;  case  studies;  review  of  theory; 
and  proceedings  of  a  symposium.  A  limited  num¬ 
ber  of  copies  of  the  preliminary  proceedings  of 
the  symposium  was  printed  by  the  Office  of 
Research  and  Statistics  of  the  Social  Security 
Administration  in  December  1979. 
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Statistics  for  Rural  Development  Policy  (DO A) 

At  the  request  of  the  Farmers  Home  Adminis¬ 
tration  of  the  Department  of  Agriculture,  a  panel 
was  appointed  to  undertake  a  review  of  statistics 
needed  for  rural  development  policy.  The  panel’s 
work  involves:  ( 1 )  identification  of  the  important 
current  and  prospective  needs  for  information  in 
policy  formulation  for  rural  development; 

(2)  documentation  of  currently  and  potentially 
available  data  to  meet  the  needs  identified; 

(3)  determination  of  major  shortcomings  in  infor¬ 
mation  and  assignment  of  priorities  of  data  gaps 
based  on  the  needs  of  decisionm.akers,  the  rele¬ 
vance  of  the  data,  and  the  feasibility  of  filling  the 
gaps  either  by  restructuring  existing  information 
or  designing  new  statistical  data  collections  or 
analyses.  The  report,  “Rural  America  in  Pas¬ 
sage —  Statistics  for  Policy,”  is  in  press. 


Survey-Based  Measures  of  Sut^ective  Phenomena  (NSF) 

A  panel  has  been  established  to  investigate: 
(1)  the  meaning  of  subjective  indicators  (i.e.,  what 
they  predict  or  explain);  (2)  the  reliability  and 
other  statistical  characteristics  of  their  measure¬ 
ment  (e.g.,  their  error  structure  and  short-term 
stability);  (3)  the  extent  to  which  producers  and 
consumers  of  such  data  appreciate  their  advan¬ 
tages  and  limitations;  and  (4)  the  appropriateness 
of  current  practices.  The  panel’s  report  will  assess 
the  nature,  extent,  and  severity  of  problems 
affecting  subjective  survey  measurements;  suggest 
ways  to  deal  with  some  of  the  problems;  and  pro¬ 
vide  guidance  for  the  use,  presentation,  and  inter¬ 
pretation  of  subjective  social  indicators. 


Social  Welfare  Statistics 

An  advisory  panel,  including  experts  in  statis¬ 
tics,  economics,  sociology,  demography,  social  wel¬ 
fare,  and  national  data  collection  programs  has 
been  appointed  under  the  Committee  on  National 
Statistics  to  advise  the  Office  of  Research  and  Sta¬ 
tistics,  Social  Security  Administration,  by  investi¬ 
gating  what  welfare  statistics  are  needed;  by 
reviewing  current  data  collections,  including  some 
that  are  not  the  operating  responsibility  of  SSA; 
and  by  evaluating  how  well  statistics  serve  the 
management  and  evaluation  of  social  welfare  pro¬ 
grams  in  the  short  and  long  term  and  how  well 
they  meet  the  needs  of  other  users. 
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Review  of  Statistical  Program  of  Bureau  of  Mines 
(Mines) 

At  the  request  of  the  Bureau  of  Mines,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  a  panel  has  been  established 
to  review  the  Bureau’s  statistical  program,  includ¬ 
ing  methods  of  domestic  and  foreign  collection  of 
data  on  nonfuel  minerals,  methods  of  estimation 
and  other  analyses,  and  methods  of  dissemina¬ 
tion.  The  panel  will  make  suggesdons  on  the 
organization  and  methodology  of  the  Bureau’s 
stadstical  program  and  on  specific  stadstics  needed 
on  nofuel  minerals. 

PROJECTS  UNDER  DEVELOPMENT 
Immigration  Statistics 

Uncertainty  over  the  number  of  undocumented 
aliens  in  the  United  States  is  only  one  of  the  prob¬ 
lems  involving  immigration  statisdcs  that  face  sev¬ 
eral  Federal  agencies.  A  panel  would  review  the 
statistical  and  administrative  records  on  immigra¬ 
tion  now  available  and  study  the  possibility  of 
obtaining  more  complete  data  and  of  applying 
improved  statistical  methodology  in  estimating  the 
numbers  and  characteristics  of  immigrants,  emi¬ 
grants,  undocumented  aliens,  and  the  foreign 
born.  As  a  part  of  the  development  of  the  study, 
a  2-day  conference  on  immigration  statistics  was 
held  in  September  1980. 

Statistical  Assessments  as  Evidence  in  the  Courts 

Proof  of  fact  in  legal  proceedings  increasingly 
involves  the  use  of  quantitative  methods.  As  a 
result,  administrators  and  courts  encounter  com¬ 
plex  issues  of  measurement,  sampling,  and  causal 
inference.  Questions  arise,  for  example,  regard¬ 
ing  the  admissibility  of  such  evidence  and  the 
standards  for  evaluating  it.  The  Committee  on 
National  Statistics  jointly  with  the  Committee  on 
Research  on  Law  Enforcement  and  the  Adminis¬ 
tration  of  Justice  plan  a  panel  to  examine:  (1)  the 
types  of  statistical  assessments  of  social  science 
and  other  data  presented  in  various  cases,  and 
(2)  the  ways  in  which  statistical  analyses  have  been 
admitted,  presented,  and  evaluated  with  respect 
to  their  relevance,  adequacy,  and  technical  cor¬ 
rectness  by  lawyers  and  judges  in  both  trial  and 
appellate  courts.  The  panel  would  identify  and 
investigate  common  problems  in  the  uses  of  sta¬ 
tistical  evidence  in  legal  prcKeedings  and  recom¬ 
mend  ways  in  which  this  evidence  could  be  made 
more  informative  and  be  used  more  effectively. 
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Survey  of  Income  and  Program  Participation 

Preliminary  meetings  with  representatives  of 
the  Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Stan¬ 
dards,  the  Department  of  Health  and  Human 
Services,  and  the  Bureau  of  the  Census  have  been 
held  to  discuss  a  project  by  the  Committee  to 
advise  on  the  new  national  longitudinal  Survey  of 
Income  and  Program  Participation,  which  is  cur¬ 
rently  in  planning  and  pretest  stages  before 
becoming  fully  operational  in  1982.  Under  dis¬ 
cussion  is  a  panel  to  assess  how  well  the  survey  is 
designed  to  meet  its  intended  purposes,  which 
relate  to  the  program  interests  of  a  number  of 
agencies,  including  evaluation  of  the  sampling 
plan,  methods  of  measurement,  data  collection, 
analytical  potential,  and  the  quality  of  the  data; 
and  to  suggest  modes  of  dissemination  and  future 
uses.  Two  possible  schedules  have  been  consid¬ 
ered:  following  completion  of  the  developmental 
program,  and  following  field  implementation. 
The  latter  option  would  allow  access  to  oper¬ 
ational  data  needed  to  fully  evaluate  the  survey, 
but  would  delay  substantially  the  implementation 
of  recommendations. 

Data  Sharing  Guidelines 

As  a  consortium-supported  activity,  an  explor¬ 
atory  conference  was  held  in  fall  1979  on  prob¬ 
lems  concerning  the  sharing  of  social-science 
research  data.  A  report  on  the  conference  was 
produced  in  April  1980.  The  participants  were  in 
agreement  that  important  problems  existed  and 
recommended  further  and  broader  study.  A  pro¬ 
posal  was  drafted  for  a  three-stage  study,  includ¬ 
ing  a  larger  and  more  comprehensive  conference, 
and  funding  is  being  sought. 

Projections  of  Supply  and  Demand  for  Scientific  Per¬ 
sonnel 

Evaluation  of  the  projections  made  by  different 
agencies  or  individuals  has  shown  wide  variation, 
and  some  projections  have  been  found  to  be  far 
off  the  mark  when  compared  with  the  actual 
changes  that  took  place.  New  approaches  have 
been  suggested.  The  Committee  on  National  Sta¬ 
tistics  plans  a  review  of  the  problems  and  issues. 
The  purpose  of  the  review  will  be  to  evaluate  the 
conceptual  and  methodological  problems  in  order 
to  make  recommendations  to  improve  the  quality 
of  such  projections. 
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Clinical  Trials 

The  future  of  clinical  experimentation  is  uncer¬ 
tain  because  of  conflict  between  humane  regard 
for  human  subjects  and  the  need  for  conclusions 
from  clinical  investigations.  The  Committee  is 
considering  the  formation  of  a  panel  of  clinical 
researchers,  statisticians,  ethicists,  economists,  and 
others  to  investigate  several  clinical  trials  as  case 
studies.  For  each  study,  the  panel  would  deter¬ 
mine  the  importance  of  the  clinical  questions 
posed,  the  expected  gain  from  the  trial,  the 
expected  loss  to  the  least-favored  group,  and  the 
contribution  of  random  allocation.  The  results  of 
the  panel’s  work  would  be  presented  at  a  confer¬ 
ence  and  in  a  report. 

Energy  Information  for  the  Public 

The  Energy  Information  Administration  of  the 
Department  of  Energy,  which  is  responsible  for 
gathering,  analyzing,  and  publishing  information 
on  energy,  has  asked  the  Committee  on  National 
Statistics  to  determine  important  needs  of  public 
users  for  such  information.  A  panel  would 
develop  a  framework  of  purposes  (decisions, 
research,  etc.)  for  information  from  which  it 
would  identify  needed  types  of  energy  data,  their 
required  statistical  characteristics,  their  expected 
costs,  and  optimum  methods  of  collection.  The 
panel  would  also  review  various  analytic  or  con¬ 
ceptual  formulations  of  needs  for  data  with 
groups  of  experts  and  would  survey  current 
users.  The  panel’s  report  would  recommend 
improvements  in  current  data  programs,  modes 
of  dissemination,  needed  research  in  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  energy  statistics,  and  methods  for  test¬ 
ing  and  evaluating  statistical  procedures. 

Analysis  of  Data  from  Surveys  with  Complex  Design 

Much  of  the  common  statistical  methodology  of 
estimation  and  inference  was  derived  from  simple 
random  samples  but  is  applied  to  sample  surveys 
with  more  complex  features  of  design.  If  the 
assumptions  of  a  simpler  design  are  made,  the 
inferences  drawn  may  be  of  doubtful  validity  and 
the  estimates  accompanied  by  incorrect  statements 
of  error.  A  workshop  is  planned  in  which  partic¬ 
ipants  would  review  and  compare  the  methods  of 
estimation  and  inference  for  data  from  surveys 
with  complex  design,  identify  the  most  important 
issues  for  research,  and  suggest  what  should 
accompany  tabulations  and  analyses  of  data  from 
such  surveys. 
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POTENTIAL  MAJOR  PROJECTS 
Statistical  Matching 

Although  the  same  individuals  are  not  included 
in  more  than  one  sample  of  the  major  household 
surveys,  policy  analysis  for  planning  and  admin¬ 
istration  of  government  programs  requires  infor¬ 
mation  from  different  surveys  for  the  same  unit 
of  analysis  (e.g.,  household).  Thus,  analysis  is  fre¬ 
quently  done  with  data  from  separate  files  that 
have  been  matched  statistically,  i.e.,  units  that 
have  similar  statistical  characteristics  have  been 
merged.  This  process  produces  a  linked  record 
for  a  synthetic  “household,”  with  complete  infor¬ 
mation  drawn  from  two  (or  more)  separate  data 
sources.  A  panel  is  proposed  to  review  the  liter¬ 
ature  of  statistical  matching,  in  particular,  the  the¬ 
oretical  bases  for  the  process;  to  suggest  and 
prioritize  needed  research;  and  to  evaluate  cur¬ 
rent  methods  and  procedures  of  statistical  match¬ 
ing. 

Recreation  Statistics 

The  Federal  Government  is  involved  in  the  col¬ 
lection  of  recreation  statistics,  in  connection  with 
a  great  many  administrative  and  statistical  pro¬ 
grams,  in  a  variety  of  ways.  Despite  their  impor¬ 
tance  and  wide  range  (and,  in  part,  because  of 
the  latter  aspect),  recreation  statistics  as  a  category 
are  virtually  invisible  in  the  Standard  Industrial 
Classification  and  in  the  various  statistical  cata¬ 
logs,  guides,  and  handbooks.  In  addition  to  the 
issues  of  categorization  and  classification,  a  con¬ 
siderable  number  of  other  questions  may  be 
asked:  the  extent  to  which  data  currently  collected 
satisfy  the  needs;  the  role  of  surveys;  the  accu¬ 
racy,  timing,  and  accessibility  of  the  data;  the 
reliability  of  projections.  A  panel  could  examine 
these  and  related  issues. 

Statistical  Standards  for  Physical  Measurement 

In  order  to  improve  the  quality  of  physical  and 
biological  measurements  required  by  regulations 
and  legislation,  and  to  make  administration  of 
regulations  more  effective  and  compliance  more 
efficient,  a  panel  would  suggest  improvements  in 
establishing  and  implementing  scientifically  sound 
standards  for  analytical  measurement. 

Contracting  for  Surveys 

At  the  1979  Joint  Statistical  Meetings,  a  session 
devoted  to  contracting  for  Federal  surveys  raised 
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a  number  of  issues,  including  how  to  obtain  the 
best  talent  for  survey  work,  how  to  assure  satis¬ 
factory  and  economical  surveys,  how  specific 
requirements  for  surveys  should  be,  how  to  select 
a  survey  firm,  and  whether  design,  data  collec¬ 
tion,  and  analysis  should  be  done  by  separate 
firms.  A  CNSTAT  project  could  investigate  these 
and  other  issues. 

OTHER  ACTIVITIES  BY  THE  COMMITTEE 

Symposia  on  Statistics  and  the  Enxnronment 

CNSTAT  is  a  co-sponsor  of  this  series  of  bien¬ 
nial  symposia.  A  member  of  its  staff  was  chairman 
of  the  Steering  Committee  for  the  Sixth  Sympo¬ 
sium,  held  in  October  1980  at  the  National  Acad¬ 
emy  of  Sciences.  The  primary  goal  was  to  learn 
how  the  uses  of  statistics,  toxicology,  epidemi¬ 
ology,  and  other  sciences  can  be  further  improved 
in  environmental  decisionmaking. 

Comments  on  Framework  for  Statistics  for  the  1980’s 

A  Framework  for  Planning  U.S.  Federal  Statistics 
for  the  1980’s  is  a  document  designed  to  provide 
an  overview  of  the  U.S.  Federal  Statistical  System 
and  needed  improvements  through  discussion  of 
subject  areas,  statistical  agencies,  and  important 
related  crosscutting  issues.  The  Framework  reflects 
substantial  effort  by  Federal  statistical  agencies, 
various  advisory  and  user  groups,  selected  poli¬ 
cymakers,  and  the  Office  of  Federal  Statistical 
Policy  and  Standards  (OFSPS).  Drafts  were  dis¬ 
cussed  at  several  meetings  of  CNSTAT,  and  Com¬ 
mittee  members  and  staff  submitted  individual 
comments. 

Comments  on  Draft  Report  of  the  Privacy  Protection 
Study  Commission 

In  cooperation  with  other  units  in  the  National 
Research  Council,  CNSTAT  staff  prepared  com¬ 
ments  on  the  draft  report  of  the  PPSC,  encour¬ 
aging  separate  treatment  for  statistical  data  under 
strong  confidentiality  safeguards.  The  comments 
were  transmitted  to  PPSC  in  February  1977.  The 
draft  also  was  distributed  to  CNSTAT  members, 
some  of  whom  wrote  individual  comments  to 
PPSC  during  the  early  spring  of  1977. 

Advice  to  National  Commission  on  Employment  and 
Unemployment  Statistics 

Discussions  were  held  with  the  Director  of  the 
Commission  on  whether  or  not  CNSTAT  should 
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actively  participate  in  Commission  activities.  In 
the  end,  CNSTAT  recommended  that  the  Com¬ 
mission  establish  its  own  statistical  advisory  com¬ 
mittee,  suggested  names,  and  one  CNSTAT 
member  participated.  The  Director  of  the  Com¬ 
mission  was  invited  to  a  joint  meeting  of  CNSTAT 
and  the  Interagency  Panel,  held  June  16,  1978, 
where  he  described  the  major  issues  facing  the 
Commission  and  invited  comments  on  draft 
reports.  Reports  were  later  distributed  to 
CNSTAT  members  and  staff,  who  commented 
individually. 

Comments  on  Proposed  0MB  Paperwork  Reduction 
Guidelines 

A  CNSTAT  staff  member  chaired  an  internal 
National  Research  Council  committee  that  pre¬ 
pared  comments  on  the  proposed  OMB  regula¬ 
tion  on  controlling  paperwork  burden  on  the 
public  (Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking,  Federal 
Register,  January  1 1,  1980).  The  comments,  which 
related  to  a  number  of  details  of  tbe  proposed 
regulation,  were  transmitted  to  OMB  on  March 
10,  1980. 

Staff  Paper  on  Defining  Statistics  and  Statistical  Infor¬ 
mation  in  Federal  Government  Activities 

This  brief  paper  summarized  some  of  the  var¬ 
ious  ways  the  terms  “statistics”  and  “statistical”  are 
used  in  Federal  regulations,  administration,  and 
standards.  It  was  prepared  for  the  use  of  the 
Commission  on  Federal  Paperwork  and  others 
and  w'as  distributed  to  members  of  the  Inter¬ 
agency  Panel  on  Federal  Statistics  in  June  1977. 

Conference  on  Indicators  of  Equity  in  Education 

A  2-day  conference  was  held  in  October  1979 
at  the  request  of  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Sec¬ 
retary  for  Planning  and  Evaluation,  HEW.  The 
conference  produced  recommendations  for  new 
indicators,  for  changes  in  existing  indicators,  and 
for  further  research  and  program  planning.  It 
was  also  recommended  that  CNSTAT  form  a 
panel  to  provide  oversight  to  further  work.  A 
report  on  the  conference  has  been  distributed. 

Staff  Paper  on  Statistical  Requirements  in  Legislation 

The  work  on  this  paper  was  supported  in  part 
by  funding  provided  through  the  consortium  by 
tbe  Commission  on  Federal  Paperwork.  CNSTAT 
had  noted  the  growing  number  and  variety  of 
data  requirements  specified  in  legislation,  and  felt 
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that  members  of  Congress  and  their  staffs  might 
find  disinterested  statistical  advice,  provided 
through  some  organizational  arrangement,  help¬ 
ful.  Consortium  representatives  actively  sup¬ 
ported  the  idea  at  a  joint  CNSTAT-Interagency 
Panel  session  at  which  several  panel  members 
described  legislation  affecting  their  data  collection 
programs.  Part  1  of  the  paper  presents  the  nature 
of  the  problem  and  specifies  some  of  the  issues. 
Part  2  notes  the  growing  awareness  of  the  prob¬ 
lem  by  the  Congress  and  others  and  describes 
recent  (as  of  1977)  Congressional  actions.  Part  3 
describes  activities  that  might  be  included  in  a 
more  extensive  project  on  data  requirements  in 
legislation.  This  paper  was  published  in  February 
1978. 

Staff  Paper  on  Subnational  Statistics  and  Federal-State 
Cooperative  Systems 

This  paper  was  prepared  in  response  to  a 
request  by  the  Commission  on  Federal  Paper¬ 
work,  which  funded  the  work  through  the  con¬ 
sortium.  It  describes  and  explores  possible  ways 
to  meet  the  needs  for  statistics  for  States,  counties, 
cities,  and  smaller  places  while  minimizing  the 
paperwork  burden  of  data  collection.  This  paper 
was  published  in  October  1977. 

Staff  Paper  on  Planning  and  Coordination  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Statistical  System 

This  paper  w'as  undertaken  in  response  to 
CNSTAT’s  general  interest  in  promoting  the 
effectiveness  of  the  Federal  Government’s  statis¬ 
tical  system.  The  Joint  Ad  Hoc  Committee  on 
Government  Statistics,  a  group  formed  by  a  num¬ 
ber  of  professional  societies,  co-sponsored  the 
preparation  of  the  paper.  It  discusses,  as  of  1977, 
the  major  features  of  the  system,  issues  in  restruc¬ 
turing  the  system  with  particular  attention  to  the 
role  of  coordination,  and  options  for  resolving  the 
issues.  The  paper  was  published  in  November 
1977. 

Testimony  by  Committee  members  and  staff  members  at 
Congressional  hearings  on: 

1.  Environment — Hearings  before  tbe  Subcommit¬ 
tee  on  the  Environment  and  the  Atmosphere, 
Committee  on  Science  and  Technology,  U.S. 
House  of  Representatives,  95th  Congress,  First 
Session,  September  13-15,  1977. 
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The  Committee  print  includes  verbatim  the 
summary  from  the  report  Environmental  Mon¬ 
itoring. 

Rita  Colwell,  a  member  of  the  Study  Group  on 
Environmental  Monitoring,  testified  on  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1977. 

J.  Stuart  Hunter,  member  of  the  staff  of  the 
Study  Group,  testified  on  September  15,  1977, 
and  submitted  a  letter  reprinted  in  the  record. 

Walter  A.  Lyon,  a  member  of  the  Study 
Group,  testified  at  an  earlier  hearing  of  this 
Subcommittee. 

2.  Crime  Statistics — Hearing,  Subcommittee  on 
Crime,  House  Committee  on  the  Judiciary, 
October  13,  1977  (Martin,  Hansen,  and  Owens) 
in  support  of  continuing  National  Crime 
Panel. 


3.  Census  Plans  —  Hearing  before  Subcommittee 
on  Census  and  Population,  House  Committee 
on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Service,  March  7, 
1979,  and  Subcommittee  on  Energy,  Nuclear 
Proliferation,  and  Federal  Services,  Senate 
Committee  on  Governmental  Affairs,  March  1, 
1979  (Goldstein)  summarizing  the  report  of 
the  Panel  on  Decennial  Census  Plans. 


4.  Statistical  Impact  Statements  —  Hearing  before 
Subcommittee  on  Census  and  Population, 
House  Committee  on  Post  Office  and  Civil  Ser¬ 
vice,  February  24,  1978  (Martin),  summarizing 
Lenore  Bixby’s  staff  paper  on  Statistical 
Requirements  in  Legislation  and  its  connection 
with  the  proposal  to  require  statistical  impact 
statements  on  new  legislative  proposals. 
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CURRENT  DEVELOPMENTS 


REVISED  STANDARD  OCCUPATIONAL 
MANUAL  ISSUED 

The  Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and 
Standards  recently  announced  a  revision  of  the 
Standard  Occupational  Classification  (SOC).  The 
revised  Standard  Occupational  Classification  Manual 
1980  presents  about  600  occupational  groups, 
approximately  the  same  number  as  in  the  original 
SOC  Manual  published  in  1977,  after  a  decade  of 
development. 

In  preparing  the  revision,  a  special  effort  was 
made  to  assure  that  the  Bureau  of  the  Census 
could  incorporate  these  changes  into  its  program. 
Therefore,  one  of  the  first  uses  of  the  revision  of 
the  SOC  will  be  the  published  reports  of  the  1980 
Census.  All  major  statistical  agencies  are  now 
developing  plans  for  implementation  of  this  new 
standard  classification. 

The  revisions  in  the  1980  edition  were  designed 
primarily  to  improve  evaluations  at  very  broad 
levels  of  occupational  detail.  However,  changes 
were  also  made  to  make  relationships  between 
(Kcupadonal  and  other  demographic  characteris¬ 
tics  and  occupations  in  small  geographic  areas 
more  useful. 

The  system  is  compatible  with  the  Department 
of  Labor’s  Fourth  Edition  of  the  Dictionary  of 
Occupational  Titles,  which  is  designed  for  job  place¬ 
ment  and  job  analysis. 

jobs  are  classified  in  considerable  detail  in  the 
manual.  For  example,  teachers  in  postsecondary 
institutions  are  classified  according  to  the  subject 
they  teach.  Thus,  an  analyst  could  compare  col¬ 
lege  chemistry  teachers,  for  example,  with  chem¬ 
ists. 

The  system,  first  developed  in  1977  after  a 
decade  of  effort,  is  expected  to  standardize  occu¬ 
pational  data  in  much  the  same  way  that  the 
w'idely-known  Standard  Industrial  Classification 
System  brought  uniform  designations  for  business 
establishments.  The  548-page  volume  is  available 
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at  the  Government  Printing  Office  for  $12.00 
(Stock  No.  003-005-00187-5).  (Suzann  Evinger, 

OFFICE  OF  FEDERAL  STATISTICAL  POLICY  AND  STAN¬ 
DARDS,  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE,  telephone 

(202)  395-7313) 

DIRECTORY  OF  POSTSECONDARY  SCHOOLS 
WITH  OCCUPATIONAL  PROGRAMS,  1980 

The  1980  Directory  of  Postsecondary  Schools  with 
Occupational  Programs,  the  fifth  in  a  series,  is  now 
available  on  magnetic  tape  from  the  National 
Center  for  Education  Statistics.  It  includes  infor¬ 
mation  on  the  location  of  the  school,  type  of 
school,  control  or  affiliation,  telephone  number, 
accreditations,  enrollment,  eligibility  in  selected 
Federal  programs,  and  program  offerings. 

The  tape  includes  the  9,493  schools  that 
offered  career-related  programs  at  less  than  the 
baccalaureate  level  in  1980  in  the  50  States,  the 
District  of  Columbia,  and  the  outlying  areas. 

For  copies  of  the  tape,  contact  the  Statistical 
Information  Branch,  National  Center  for  Educa¬ 
tion  Statistics,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Room 
205  Presidential  Building,  Washington,  D.C., 
20202,  or  telephone  (301)  436-7900.  Information 
about  the  contents  of  the  tape  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Project  Officer,  Arthur  Podolsky  (tele¬ 
phone  (301)  436-6791)  and  automatic  Data  Proc¬ 
essing  information  may  be  obtained  from  Stanley 
F.  Kwaczala,  Data  Services  Branch  (telephone 
(301)  436-7955).  (O.  Jean  Brandes,  national 

CENTER  FOR  EDUCATION  STATISTICS,  DEPARTMENT 

OF  EDUCATION,  telephone  (301)  436-7873) 

STATISTICS  OF  PUBLIC  SCHOOL  SYSTEMS, 
1980-81 

The  National  Center  for  Education  Statistics 
has  released  preliminary  findings  of  its  27th 
annual  survey  of  public  elementary  and  secondary 
school  systems.  The  data  were  collected  from  f  e 
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50  States,  the  District  of  Columbia  and  the  out¬ 
lying  areas.  A  final  three-part  report,  that  will  also 
present  data  for  the  largest  20  cities  in  the  United 
States,  is  expected  to  be  completed  by  the  end  of 
the  year. 

Student  membership,  and  average  teacher  sal¬ 
aries  (in  constant  dollars)  for  the  public  schools 
declined  between  fall  1979  and  fall  1980,  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  preliminary  estimates.  Total  member¬ 
ship  decreased  by  1.5  percent  from  41.6  million 
to  40.9  million  students,  adding  up  to  a  5-year 
total  loss  of  3.8  million  students.  Total  expendi¬ 
tures  by  public  elementary  and  secondary  schools 
for  1980-81  are  estimated  at  $99  billion,  an 
increase  of  almost  10  percent  over  the  previous 
year  in  terms  of  current  dollars. 

Single  copies  of  the  early  release,  entitled  Sta¬ 
tistics  of  Public  School  Systems,  Fall  1980  (NCES  81- 
1 14)  are  available  from  the  Statistical  Information 
Office,  National  Center  for  Education  Statistics 
(Room  1001,  Presidential  Building),  400  Mary¬ 
land  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202,  tele¬ 
phone  (301)  436-7900.  Additional  information  on 
the  survey  may  be  obtained  from  Jeffrey  Wil¬ 
liams,  NCES,  DESES/ISB,  Room  901,  Presidential 
Building,  telephone  (301)  436-6729.  (O.  Jean 
Brandes,  national  center  for  education  sta¬ 
tistics,  DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION,  telephone 

(301)436-7873) 

FEDERALLY  SUPPORTED  ADULT  BASIC  AND 
SECONDARY  EDUCATION,  1968-1980 

Each  year  since  1968,  the  National  Center  for 
Education  Statistics  has  compiled  data  on  adult 
education  from  program  reports  filed  by  the  State 
Directors  of  Adult  Education  with  the  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Education’s  Division  of  Adult  Learning. 
A  recently  released  NCES  report  focuses  on 
enrollments,  completions  and  separations,  staff, 
and  location  of  classes  for  the  years  1977,  1978, 
and  1979. 

Some  of  the  highlights  are: 

•  Women  made  up  a  majority  of  the  1.8  mil¬ 
lion  participants. 

•  About  85  percent  of  the  men  participants 
were  under  the  age  of  45,  compared  with  79 
percent  of  the  women. 

•  Blacks  and  Hispanics  made  up  over  45  per¬ 
cent  of  the  participants — a  much  larger 
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share  than  their  j>ercentage  among  the  total 
population  1 7  years  of  age  and  older. 

•  Well  over  one-third  of  the  participants  com¬ 
pleted  all  requirements  of  their  programs;  a 
somewhat  smaller  percentage  separated 
before  completion,  and  the  rest  continued  to 
be  enrolled  at  the  end  of  the  repiorting 
period. 

•  Over  a  third  of  the  early  leavers  separated 
because  they  found  employment  or  otherwise 
met  their  objectives. 

Single  copies  of  the  report  entitled  AduU  Basic 
and  Secondary  Education,  Recent  Trends,  1977-79 
(NCES  81-303)  may  be  obtained,  while  the  supply 
lasts,  from  the  Statistical  Information  Office, 
National  Center  for  Education  Statistics  (Room 
1001,  Presidential  Building),  400  Maryland  Ave¬ 
nue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202,  telephone 
(301)  436-7900.  Detailed  tabulations  of  the  data 
by  State  for  the  years  1968  through  1980  are 
available  from  Barbara  A.  Whalen,  DPVES/NCES, 
telephone  (301)  436-6791.  (O.  Jean  Brandes, 

NATIONAL  CENTER  FOR  EDUCATION  STATISTICS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION,  telephone  (301)  436- 
7873) 


CLASSIFICATION  OF  INSTITUTIONS  OF 
HIGHER  EDUCATION 

After  extensive  review  and  testing,  the  National 
Center  for  Education  Statistics  (NCES)  announced 
a  new  classification  system  for  publishing  data 
about  institutions  of  higher  education.  Instead  of 
a  3-way  classification  that  required  subjective 
Judgment  as  to  the  appropriate  classification  for 
many  institutions,  a  new  six-way  classification 
based  on  reported  data  will  be  used  beginning  in 
1982. 

The  new  classification  provides  much  greater 
homogeneity  within  groups,  thereby  providing 
better  stratification  for  the  drawing  of  samples 
and  providing  more  comparable  data  from  State 
to  State.  No  change  in  institutional  reporting  will 
be  required. 

NCES  plans  to  publish  data  using  both  classi¬ 
fications  for  2  years.  This  will  provide  time  for 
NCES  to  develop  and  publish  trend  tables  using 
the  new  classification.  After  the  2-year  period  the 
old  system  will  be  dropped. 
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Under  the  new  system  each  institution  will  be 
classified  into  one  of  the  following  categories: 

1 .  Doctoral  granting; 

2.  Comprehensive; 

3.  General  Baccalaureate; 

4.  Two-year; 

5.  Specialized-medical  and; 

6.  Specialized-other. 

For  those  wishing  more  information  about  this 
new  classification  system,  please  contact  Curtis  O. 
Baker,  Acting  Chief,  University  and  College  Sur¬ 
vey  and  Studies  Branch,  Room  905  Presidential 
Building,  400  Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  20202  (301)  436-6325.  (O.  Jean 
Brandes,  national  center  for  education  sta¬ 
tistics,  DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION,  telephone 

(301)436-7873) 

INSTRUCTIONAL  PROGRAM  CLASSIFICATION 

After  extensive  review  by  Federal  and  State 
agencies,  as  well  as  by  numerous  members  of  the 
education  community,  the  National  Center  for 
Education  Statistics  (NCES)  recently  released  A 
Classification  of  Instructional  Programs  (CIP),  a 
three-level  hierarchical  classification  system  of 
instructional  programs  at  all  levels  of  education. 
This  publication  provides  for  the  first  time  a  uni¬ 
fied,  complete  and  up-to-date  classification  struc¬ 
ture,  terminology,  and  definitions,  specifically 
designed  to  describe  instructional  programs  for 
all  of  education. 

Previously  two  NCES  publications,  published  in 
1970,  were  used  to  classify  instructional  pro¬ 
grams,  namely  the  Standard  Terminology  for  Curric¬ 
ulum  and  Instructional  in  Local  and  State  School  Sys¬ 
tems,  commonly  referred  to  as  Handbook  VI,  and 
A  Taxonomy  of  Instructional  Programs  in  Higher 
Education,  commonly  referred  to  as  the  HEGIS 
Taxonomy.  CIP  is  intended  to  replace  the  HEGIS 
Taxonomy,  which  is  outdated,  and  to  fill  a  void 
in  Handbook  VI  with  regard  to  instructional  pro¬ 
grams. 

CIP  is  intended  as  a  reference  tool  to  assist  in 
the  collection,  reporting,  and  interpretation  of 
data  about  instructional  programs.  It  will  aid 
those  who:  design  data  collection  instruments; 
respond  to  questionnaires;  and  compile,  verify, 
and  analyze  data.  CIP  provides  a  universe  from 
which  program  titles  may  be  selected.  Survey 
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respondents,  as  well -as  those  who  compile  and 
verify  data,  may  view  it  as  a  dictionary  to  clarify 
the  question  of  where  a  particular  datum  should 
be  reported. 

CIP  provides  the  Federal  Government  with  a 
standard  means  of  describing  instructional  pro¬ 
grams  that  can  be  used  in  developing  Federal  sur¬ 
vey  instruments.  NCES  will  implement  it  in  the 
Higher  Education  General  Information  Survey 
(HEGIS)  and  the  Vocational  Education  Data  Sys¬ 
tem  (VEDS)  as  well  as  other  NCES  surveys. 

It  is  hoped  that  this  publication  will  be  useful 
to  many  others,  including  collegiate  registrars, 
institutional  researchers.  State  and  local  education 
agency  planners,  as  well  as  those  involved  in 
education  programs  ranging  from  the  elementary 
level  to  post-doctoral  studies,  and  the  various 
forms  of  adult/continuing  education. 

Copies  of  CIP  may  be  purchased  from  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government 
Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402  for 
$6.50.  When  ordering  refer  to  S/N  065-000- 
00088-1.  Additional  information  on  the  report 
may  be  obtained  from  tbe  author,  Gerald  S.  Mal- 
itz,  NCES,  Presidential  Building,  Room  905,  400 
Maryland  Avenue,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20202, 
telephone  (301)  436-6348.  (O.  Jean  Brandes, 

NATIONAL  CENTER  FOR  EDUCATION  STATISTICS, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  EDUCATION,  telephone  (301)  436- 
7873) 

OUTDOOR  RECREATION  STATISTICS 
PUBLISHED 

The  1980  edition  of  the  National  Park  Statistical 
Abstract  is  now  available.  The  Abstract  is  a  compre¬ 
hensive  compilation  of  various  measures  of  the 
year’s  public  recreation  in  277  units  of  tbe 
National  Park  System.  Portions  of  these  data  are 
reported  monthly  in  the  Survey  of  Current  Business 
(Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis). 

The  data  reported  include  visits,  overnight 
stays,  tent  and  recreation  vehicle  use,  backcountry 
use,  trail  mileage,  acreage,  and  related  travel 
indicators  useful  to  the  travel  assistance  industry. 
A  brief  narrative  history  of  the  1980  travel  year 
is  given,  along  with  numerous  tables  and  figures 
showing  public  use  by  type  of  park,  season,  loca¬ 
tion,  and  so  forth.  Designed  as  a  technical  refer¬ 
ence  for  market  analysts  and  managers,  the 
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Abstract  provides  basic  data  for  travel  forecasting, 
tracking  public  reaction  to  changing  fuel  costs  and 
availability,  measuring  the  impact  of  rising  travel 
costs,  and  related  applications.  The  Abstract  is 
available  in  limited  supply  from:  Statistical  Office, 
National  Park  Service,  P.O.  Box  25287,  Denver, 
Colorado  80225. 

HEALTH  STATISTICS  INVE.MTORY 

The  Department  of  Health  and  Human  Ser¬ 
vices  recently  has  published  the  HHS  Health  Sta¬ 
tistics  Inventory.  The  Inventory  is  a  report  from  the 
Department’s  Health  Data  Advisory  Committee  to 
the  Secretary  of  Health  and  Human  Services  and 
includes  a  detailed  compendium  of  health  data 
projects  and  systems  operated  or  sponsored  by 
the  Department  in  which  data  collection  is 
planned  or  underway.  The  Inventory  includes  a 
brief  description  of  each  project  or  system,  the 
name  and  telephone  number  of  a  contact  person 
and  the  purpose  of  the  data  collection.  The  Inven¬ 
tory  is  intended  to  serve  as  a  reference  document 
and  as  a  vehicle  for  planning,  coordination,  and 
information  exchange  in  the  area  of  health  statis¬ 
tics. 

I'he  Health  Statistics  Inventory  is  available  from 
the  Office  of  Statistical  Policy,  Office  of  the  Assis¬ 
tant  Secretary  for  Health,  Room  17A-20,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  Maryland  20857.  (Goo- 
Loo  S.  Wunderlich,  office  of  statistical  pol¬ 
icy,  OFFICE  OF  THE  ASSISTANT  SECRETARY  FOR 
HEALTH,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SER¬ 
VICES,  telephone  (301)  443-2940) 

RECENT  SOCIAL  SECURITY  BULLETIN 
REPORTS 

The  Social  Security  Administration,  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Health  and  Human  Services  has  recently 
released  the  following  Social  Security  Bulletin 
reports  which  are  briefly  described: 

National  Commission  on  Social  Security:  Recommen¬ 
dations  (Social  Security  Bulletin,  May  1981). — The 
National  Commission  was  authorized  under  the 
1977  Amendments  to  the  Social  Security  Act  to 
make  a  broad-scale  comprehensive  study  of  the 
social  security  program,  including  Medicare. 
Reproduced  in  the  article  are  chapters  1  and  2 — 
the  overview  and  summary  of  major  recommen¬ 
dations — of  the  final  report.  The  recommenda- 
August  1981 


tions  of  the  National  Commission  represent  the 
views  of  the  majority  of  the  members;  dissenting 
opinions  and  supplementary  views  are  given  in 
the  full  report. 

Report  of  the  President's  Commission  on  Pension 
Policy:  Executive  Summary  (Social  Security  Bulletin, 
May  1981). — The  President’s  Commission  on 
Pension  Policy  was  established  in  1979  under  an 
Executive  Order  by  President  Carter  to  conduct 
a  2-year  study  of  the  Nation’s  pension  systems  and 
the  future  course  of  national  retirement-income 
policies.  Reproduced  in  the  article  is  the  executive 
summary  of  its  final  report,  submitted  to  Presi¬ 
dent  Reagan  and  the  Congress  in  February. 

Income  Replacement  During  Sickness,  1948-78 
(Social  Security  Bulletin,  May  1981). — Estimates 
have  been  published  by  the  Social  Security 
Administration  for  each  year  beginning  with  1948 
on  cash  benefits  to  replace  the  income  loss  asso¬ 
ciated  with  illness  or  accidents  suffered  away  from 
work.  This  article  describes  the  magnitudes  and 
trends  in  the  amount  of  wages,  salaries,  and  self- 
employment  income  that  workers  lose  while  sick. 
Also  examined  are  what  kind  of  protection  is 
available  and  the  number  of  workers  covered  by 
the  two  basic  types  of  plans:  sickness  insurance 
and  sick  leave.  The  rate  of  income-loss  replace¬ 
ment  achieved  by  available  benefits  is  presented 
to  measure  adequacy  of  the  current  systems. 

Income  and  Living  Arrangements  Among  Poor  Aged 
Singles  (Social  Security  Bulletin,  April  1981). — It  is 
generally  agreed  that  income  plays  an  important 
part  in  determining  the  living  arrangements  of 
unmarried  old  persons.  Numerous  studies  of  later 
life  have  concluded  that  large  numbers  of  old  per¬ 
sons  live  with  their  friends,  adult  children,  and 
other  relatives  simply  because  they  cannot  afford 
to  maintain  separate  homes  of  their  own.  The  lit¬ 
erature  contains  few  references,  however,  to  the 
effect  of  income  change  on  the  living  arrange¬ 
ments  of  persons  after  they  have  become  old  and 
poor.  This  article  focuses  on  the  correlates  of  liv¬ 
ing  arrangements  among  unmarried  older  wel¬ 
fare  recipients  in  1973,  and  then  examines  the 
effect  of  income  change  on  living  arrangements 
in  1974. 

Social  Security  Disability  Amendments  of  1980:  Leg¬ 
islative  History  and  Summary  of  Provisions  (Social 
Security  Bulletin,  April  1981). — This  article 
describes  the  legislative  history  of  Public  Law  96- 
265,  the  Social  Security  Disability  Amendments  of 

455 


RECENT  VA  REPORTS 


1980,  and  contains  a  summary  of  the  provisions 
of  the  new  law.  In  passing  these  major  disability 
insurance  and  supplemental  security  income  pro¬ 
visions,  the  Congress  hoped  to  improve  the  equity 
of  the  program  administration.  Other  provisions 
were  intended  to  strengthen  and  improve  the 
administration  of  both  the  aid  to  families  with 
dependent  children  and  the  child  support 
enforcement  programs.  (Robert  E.  Robinson, 

SOCIAL  SECURITY  ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT 
OF  HEALTH  AND  HUMAN  SERVICES,  telephone  (202) 
673-5209) 


SSA  REPORT  ON  DISABLED  WORKER 
BENEFITS 

The  Social  Security  Administration  has  recently 
released  Receipt  of  Multiple  Benefits  by  Disabled- 
Worker  Beneficiaries.  This  staff  paper  addresses 
some  of  the  expressed  concerns  that  social  secu¬ 
rity  benefits,  which  replace  a  large  percentage  of 
previous  earnings,  act  as  a  deterrent  to  the  dis¬ 
abled  beneficiary  to  return  to  work.  The  paper 
examines  the  extent  to  which  recipients  of  social 
security  disabled-worker  benefits  also  receive 
income  from  other  public  or  private  programs 
and  how  such  income  affects  their  overall  rates  of 
earnings  replacement  by  benefits.  Ten  programs 
besides  social  security  disability  insurance  (SSDI) 
are  considered.  The  report  points  out  that  exam¬ 
ining  replacement  rates  based  solely  on  social 
security  benefits  substantially  understates  the 
extent  to  which  benefits  from  other  programs 
replace  earnings.  It  concludes  that  “.  .  .  because 
replacement  rates  based  only  on  SSDI  are  gen¬ 
erally  lower  for  individuals  who  receive  additional 
benefits,  employing  policies  which  hold  down 
replacement  rates  based  only  on  SSDI  benefits 
may  disadvantage  persons  whose  sole  benefit 
comes  from  social  security  relative  to  those  who 
receive  benefits  from  more  than  one  program.” 

Single  copies  of  Receipt  of  Multiple  Benefits  by 
Disabled-Worker  Beneficiaries  (ORS  Staff  Paper  No. 
40,  SSA  Publication  No.  13-11870)  are  available 
from  the  Publications  Staff,  Office  of  Research 
and  Statistics,  Social  Security  Administration, 
1875  Connecticut  Avenue,  N.W.,  Room  1120, 
Washington,  D.C.  20009,  telephone  (202)  673- 
5209.  (Robert  E.  Robinson,  social  security 

ADMINISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 

HUMAN  SERVICES,  telephone  (202)  673-5209) 
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The  Reports  and  Statistics  Service,  Veterans 
Administration,  recently  released  the  following 
VA  Information  Bulletins  which  are  briefly 
described: 

Veterans  Benefits  Under  Current  Educational  Pro¬ 
grams,  Fiscal  Year  1980. — This  Information  Bul¬ 
letin  presents  data  on  the  training  activity  of 
individuals  under  the  four  educational  assistance 
programs  administered  by  the  Veterans  Admin¬ 
istration.  These  data  reflect  activity  and  status 
during  Fiscal  Year  1980. 

Historical  Data  on  the  Usage  of  Educational  Benefits 
(1944-1980). — This  Information  Bulletin  pre¬ 
sents  a  summary  of  the  usage  of  educational  ben¬ 
efits  since  fiscal  year  1944.  The  information  is 
broken  down  by  period  of  service,  chapter  of 
entitlement  (title  38,  U.S.  Code:  Chapter  31  — 
Vocational  Rehabilitation  and  Other  Training  by 
Disabled  Veterans;  Chapter  34 — Veterans’  Edu¬ 
cational  Assistance;  and  Chapter  35 — Survivors’ 
and  Dependents’  Educational  Assistance)  and 
annual  expenditures  of  current  programs  from 
1966  to  present. 

Copies  of  these  reports  may  be  obtained  from 
Janet  M.  Somers,  Statistical  Review  and  Analysis 
Division  (042A3),  Reports  and  Statistics  Service, 
Veterans  Administration,  810  Vermont  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20420,  telephone  (202) 
389-3930.  (Robert  W.  Schultz,  reports  and 

STATISTICS  SERVICE,  VETERANS  ADMINISTRATION, 

telephone  (202)  389-2423) 


STATISTICS  OF  INCOME  SEMINAR 

The  Internal  Revenue  Service,  Statistics  Divi¬ 
sion,  is  sponsoring  a  seminar  on  the  Supplemental 
Report,  Statistics  of  Income — 1974-1978,  Interna¬ 
tional  Income  and  Taxes,  U.S.  Corporations  and  Their 
Controlled  Foreign  Corporations.  Cindy  Snyder  of 
the  Statistics  Division  will  speak  about  the  meth¬ 
odology  and  findings  of  this  statistical  report.  The 
major  focus  of  the  discussion  will  be  the  classifi¬ 
cation  of  the  earnings,  taxes,  and  transactions  of 
foreign  subsidiaries  of  U.S.  corporations  by  coun¬ 
try  and  the  principal  business  activity  of  the  for¬ 
eign  subsidiaries.  Selected  data  on  the  U.S.  parent 
corporations  of  the  foreign  subsidiaries  for  1976 
and  1978  will  also  be  included.  Extracts  from  this 
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report  may  be  obtained  by  contacting  Cindy  Sny¬ 
der,  telephone  (202)  376-0177. 

The  seminar  will  be  held  on  Tuesday,  Septem¬ 
ber  15,  1981,  from  1:00  p.m.  to  2  p.m.  Persons 
wishing  to  attend  should  come  to  1201  E  Street, 
N.W.  Room  806,  Washington,  D.C.  Registration 
in  advance  for  the  seminar  is  not  required. 
(Wendy  Alvey,  internal  revenue  service, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY,  telephone  (202) 
376-0216) 

STATISTICAL  DATA  FILE  WORKSHOP 
PLANNED 

A  workshop  on  the  use  of  Census  Bureau  and 
other  statistical  data  files  will  be  held  in  Alexan¬ 
dria,  Virginia  on  Sept.  30-Oct.  1,  1981.  The  Cen¬ 
sus  Data  File  Workshop  will  be  conducted  by  War¬ 
ren  Glimpse  Sc  Co. 

The  workshop  is  designed  to  provide  instruc¬ 
tion  and  guidance  to  individuals  who  are  or  will 
be  using  1980  census  and  related  statistical  files. 
Topics  covered  include  file  organization  and 
structure,  use  of  technical  documentation,  prep¬ 
aration  of  statistical  reports,  microdata  file  tabu¬ 
lations,  preparation  of  file  extracts  and  file  inte¬ 
gration,  address  matching,  and  computer  hard¬ 
ware  and  software  considerations.  Participants  will 
include  researchers,  planners,  analysts,  marketing 
specialists,  and  others  engaged  in  the  processing 
and  analysis  of  statistical  data  files. 

For  further  information  contact  Warren  Glimpse 
Sc  Co.,  1 15  C  South  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria, 
Virginia  22314,  telephone  (703)  836-6800. 
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RETIREMENT  OF  SECRETARY  GENERAL 
OF  IASI  AND  APPOINTMENT  OF 
HIS  SUCCESSOR 

Mr.  Tulo  H.  Montenegro  retired  as  Secretary 
General  of  the  Inter-American  Statistical  Institute 
(IASI)  on  July  1,  1981  after  more  than  25  years 
of  service. 

Professor  Evelio  O.  Fabbroni  was  appointed  to 
succeed  Mr.  Montenegro  as  Secretary  General  of 
the  Institute  and  he  assumed  his  new  duties  in 
Augxist  1981 


July.  Professor  Fabbroni  is  a  native  of  Argentina 
and  has  been  prominent  for  many  years  in  the 
statistical  community  in  Latin  America  and  the 
Caribbean.  He  is  a  graduate  in  mathematical  sta- 
tisdcs  of  the  national  University  of  Rosario, 
Argentina  and  of  The  George  Washington  Uni¬ 
versity,  United  States,  and  has  been  actively 
engaged  in  the  field  of  statistics  for  over  25  years, 
for  the  most  part  as  a  professor.  He  is  currently 
Professor  in  the  Inter- American  Statistical  Train¬ 
ing  Center  (CIENES)  in  Santiago,  Chile  where  he 
is,  in  addition.  General  Coordinator  for  Inter- 
American  Activities.  He  has  been  a  constituent 
member  of  IASI  since  1961  and  has  not  only  a 
profound  knowledge  of  the  work  of  IASI  but  also 
of  the  statistical  profession  in  Latin  America. 

XV  SESSION  OF  COINS 

The  XV  Session  of  the  Committee  on  Improve¬ 
ment  of  National  Statistics  (COINS)  is  scheduled 
to  be  held  in  Santiago,  Chile,  during  the  period 
November  23-27,  1981,  immediately  before  the 
43rd  Session  of  the  International  Statistical  Insti¬ 
tute,  which  will  take  place  in  Buenos  Aires, 
Argentina,  November  30-December  1 1.  COINS  is 
a  techncical  committee  of  the  Inter- American  Sta¬ 
tistical  Institute  composed  of  the  chief  statistical 
officers  of  the  American  nations.  The  Secretary 
General  of  IASI,  and  representatives  from  the 
Organization  of  American  States  (OAS)  and  the 
United  Nations  Economic  Commission  for  Latin 
America  (ECLA)  are  ex  officio  members  of  IASI. 

The  proposed  agenda  of  the  Session  includes 
topics  on  the  resolution  on  the  future  of  COINS 
approved  by  the  XIV  Session  of  the  Committee, 
household  surveys,  inter-American  standards,  sta¬ 
tistical  activities  and  matters  pending  from  pre¬ 
vious  sessions,  future  work  of  COINS  and  tech¬ 
nical  cooperation.  Two  round  tables  will  be  held 
as  part  of  the  Session  on  topics  of  general  interest 
to  the  statistical  offices  of  the  region,  namely  the 
1980  censuses  of  population  and  housing,  and 
price  indexes.  With  regard  to  international  statis¬ 
tical  coordination,  there  will  be  informal  meet¬ 
ings,  by  subregions,  of  COINS  members  from 
countries  belonging  to  the  Andean  Subregional 
Group,  the  Latin  American  Integration  Associa¬ 
tion,  the  Caribbean  Community,  and  the  Central 
American  Common  Market,  to  exchange  infor¬ 
mation  and  viewpoints  on  needs  for  statistical 
data,  problems  faced  in  meeting  them,  and  pos¬ 
sible  solutions. 
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International  agencies  with  statistical  interests 
in  the  region  have  been  invited  to  be  represented 
by  observers  at  the  Session. 

II  SESSION  OF  THE  COINS  SUBCOMMITTEE 
ON  HOUSEHOLD  SURVEYS 

The  COINS  Subcommittee  on  Household  Sur¬ 
veys  held  its  II  Session  in  Washington,  D.C.,  June 
3-9,  1981.  This  is  a  Subcommittee  of  experts  from 
seven  countries:  Carmen  Pearl  McFarlane 
(Jamaica),  who  chaired  the  meeting;  Clara  J.  de 
Bialostozky  (Mexico);  Eladio  Cordero  Diaz  (Costa 
Rica);  Maria  Elena  Gonzaleg  (United  States); 
Amaro  da  Costa  Monteiro  (Brazil);  Bela  Prigly 
(Canada);  and  Carmen  Medina  de  Quintero  (Ven¬ 
ezuela). 

The  Subcommittee  was  established  by  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Committee  of  IASI  at  the  request  of  the 
XIV'  Session  of  COINS,  held  in  Caracas,  Vene¬ 
zuela  in  1979,  and  was  assigned  a  series  of  respon¬ 
sibilities  to  provide  bases  for  the  organization  and 
implementation  of  an  Inter-American  Household 
Survey  Program  (PIDEH).*  The  PIDEH  is  a  proj¬ 
ect  conducted  by  the  I  liter- American  Statistical 
Institute  in  collaboration  with  the  Organization  of 
.•Vmerican  States,  and  with  the  cooperation  of  the 
.American  countries  and  international,  regional 
and  bilateral  agencies.  The  PIDEH  is  being  devel¬ 
oped  within  the  framework  of  the  United  Nations 
Household  Survey  Capability  Programme 
(NHSCP). 


Also  participating  in  the  II  Session  of  the  Sub¬ 
committee  were  observers  from  the  national  sta¬ 
tistical  offices  of  Guatemala  and  the  United  States, 
as  well  as  from  the  following  international  agen¬ 
cies:  Organization  of  American  States  (OAS), 
United  Nations  Statistical  Office,  Food  and  Agri¬ 
culture  Organization  of  the  United  Nations 
(FAO),  Pan  American  Health  Organization 
(PAHO),  Inter- American  Development  Bank,  and 
The  World  Bank. 

The  agenda  of  the  Session  included  topics  on 
activities  related  to  household  surveys;  sugges¬ 
tions  made  by  FAO  and  PAHO,  data  on  women, 
reference  framework  for  the  development  and 
implementation  of  PIDEH,  training,  cooperation, 
coordination,  and  future  activities  of  the  Subcom¬ 
mittee.  The  HI  Session  of  the  Subcommittee  on 
Household  Surveys  has  been  tentatively  scheduled 
to  take  place  in  Santiago,  Chile  in  the  second  half 
of  1982. 

The  Inter-American  Statistical  Institute  has 
received  a  grant  from  the  Agency  for  Interna¬ 
tional  Development  (AID)  of  the  United  States 
Government  for  the  design  phase  of  PIDEH. 

(SUSANA  M0NC.AYO,  INTER-AMERICAN  STATISTICAL 

iN.sTiTUTE,  telephone  (202)  789-3779) 


*PIDEH  is  the  acronym  in  Spanish  lor  Inter-.American 
Household  Survey  Program  (Programa  Interamericano  de 
Encuestas  de  Hogares). 
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PERSONNEL  NOTES 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
Bureau  of  the  Census:  Dennis  F.  Johnston,  formerly  Senior 
Advisor  on  Social  Indicators,  has  accepted  a  jjosition  as  Senior 
Research  Scientist  at  the  American  Institutes  for  Research. 

Office  of  Federal  Statistical  Policy  and  Standards:  Myra  L. 
Triplett  has  transferred  to  the  Office  of  Program  Planning, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Administration. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 
J.  Erich  Evered,  Jr.  has  been  appointed  Administrator  of 
the  Energy  Information  Administration. 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  BOARD 
William  Dudley,  Ph.D.  candidate.  University  of  California, 
Berkeley,  joined  the  Board  as  tfn  Economist  in  the  Financial 
Studies  Section. 

Donald  Savage  was  promoted  to  Senior  Economist  in  the 
Financial  Structure  Section. 
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SCHEDULE  OF  RELEASE  DATES  FOR  PRINCIPAL 
FEDERAL  ECONOMIC  INDICATORS 


September  1981 


Release  dates  scheduled  by  agencies  responsible 
for  the  principal  economic  indicators  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Government  are  given  below.  These  are  target 
dates  that  will  be  met  in  the  majority  of  cases. 
Occasionally  agencies  may  be  able  to  release  data  a  day 
or  so  earlier  or  may  be  forced  by  unavoidable  compila¬ 
tion  problems  to  release  a  report  one  or  more  days  later. 
In  certain  cases,*  timing  variability  in  the  receipt 
of  raw  data  requires  a  range  of  dates  rather  than 
a  specific  release  date. 


A  similar  schedule  will  be  shown  here  each 
month  covering  release  dates  for  the  following 
month.  The  indicators  are  identified  by  the  title 
of  the  releases  in  which  they  are  included;  the 
source  agency;  and  the  release  identification  num¬ 
ber  where  applicable.  Release  date  information 
for  additional  series  can  be  found  in  publications 
of  the  sponsoring  agencies. 


(Any  inquiries  about  these  series  should  be  directed  to  the  issuing  agency.) 


Date 


Subject 


Data  for 


September  1 
1 
1 

2 

4 

4 

4 


4 

4 

8 

8 

4-8* 

9 

10 


Construction  Expenditures  (Press  release). 

Census,  C-30  . July 

Manufacturers’  Shipments,  Inventories,  and 

Orders,  Census  M3-1  . July 

Flow  of  Funds  Accounts,  Federal 

Reserve  Board  (FRB),  Z.l  . 2Q’8I 

Selected  Interest  Rates,  FRB,  G.  13  . August 

The  Employment  Situation  (Press  release). 

Bureau  of  Labor  Statistics  (BLS)  . August 

Producer  Price  Indexes  (Press  release), 

BLS  . August 

Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Rep>ort 
of  Large  Commercial  Banks  and 
Domestic  Subsidiaries, 

FRB,  H.4.2  . Week  Ending  August  26 

Money  Stock  Measures  and  Liquid 

Assets,  FRB,  H.6  . Week  Ending  August  26 

Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  De(X)sitory 

Institutions,  FRB,  H.4.1  . Week  Ending  September  2 

Monthly  Wholesale  Trade  (Press  release). 

Census,  BW  . July 

Manufacturers’  Export  Sales  and  Orders, 

Census,  M4-A  . July 

Consumer  Installment  Credit,  FRB,  G.  19  . July 

Monthly  Selected  Services  Receipts 

(Press  release).  Census  . July 

Plant  and  Equipment  Expenditures, 

Bureau  of  Economic  Analysis  (BEA)  . 2Q’81 


August  1981 
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Date 


Subject 


Data  for 


464 


September  1 1  Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  Depository 
Institutions,  FRB, 

H.4.1  . Week  Ending  September  9 

Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Report  of 
Large  Commercial  Banks  and  Domestic 
Subsidiaries,  FRB, 

H.4.2  . Week  Ending  September  2 

Money  Stock  Measures  and  Liquid 

Assets  FRB,  H.6  . Week  Ending  September  2 

Crop  Production,  Agriculture  . September  1 

Advance  Monthly  Retail  Sales  (Press  release). 

Census  . August 

Manufacturing  and  Trade:  Inventories  and 

Sales,  Census  . July 

Supply/Demand  Estimates, 

Agriculture  . Current  Marketing  Season 

Quarterly  Financial  Report  for 

Manufacturing,  Mining,  and  Trade 
Corporations,  Federal  Trade 

Commission  . 2Q’81 

Industrial  Production,  FRB,  G.12.3  . August 

Housing  Starts  (Press  release).  Census, 

C-20  . August 

Summary  of  U.S.  International 

Transactions,  BEA . 2Q’81 

Capacity  Utilization:  Manufacturing  and 

Materials,  FRB,  G.3  . August 

Personal  Income  and  Outlays,  BEA . August 

Yields  on  FHA  Insured  New  Home  30-Year 

Mortgages,  HUD  . September  1 

Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  Depository 
Institutions,  FRB, 

H.4.1  . Week  Ending  September  16 

Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Report  of  Large 
Commercial  Banks  and  Domestic  Subsidiaries, 

FRB,  H.4.2  . Week  Ending  September  9 

Money  Stock  Measures  and  Liquid 

Assets,  FRB,  H.6  . Week  Ending  September  9 

Gross  National  Product 

(Second  Revision),  BEA  . 2Q’81 

Corporate  Profits  (Revised), 

BEA  . 2Q’81 

Manufacturers’  Capacity 

Utilization,  BEA  . June 

Hogs  and  Pigs,  Agriculture  . September  1 

Advance  Report  on  Durable  Goods, 

Manufacturers’  Shipments,  and  Orders 

(Press  release).  Census,  M3-1  August 

Consumer  Price  Index  (Press  release),  BLS  . August 

Real  Earnings  (Press  release),  BLS  . August 

Treasury  Statement  (the  monthly  “budget”). 

Treasury  . August 
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11 


11 

11 

11 

14 

14 

15 


16 

17 

17 

17 

17 

17 

18 


18 


18 

18 

18 

18 

21 

22 


24 

24 

24 


Date 


Subject 


Data  for 


September  25 


25 


25 


28 

28-50* 


30 

30 

30 

30 

30 


Factors  Affecting  Reserves  of  Depository 
Institutions,  FRB, 

H.4.1  . Week  Ending  September  23 

Weekly  Consolidated  Condition  Report  of 
Large  Commercial  Banks  and  Domestic 
Subsidiaries,  FRB, 

H.4.2  . Week  Ending  September  16 

Money  St(x:k  Measures  and  Liquid 
Assets,  FRB,  H.6  . Week  Ending  September  16 


Export  and  Import  Merchandise  Trade  (Press 

release).  Census,  FT-900  . August 

Savings  and  Loan  Association  Activity  (Press 
release).  Federal  Home  Loan  Bank 

Board  (FHLBB)  . August 

Labor  Turnover  in  Manufacturing 

(Press  release),  BLS  . August 

Composite  Indexes  of  Leading,  Coincident,  and 

Lagging  Indicators  (Press  release),  BEA  . August 

Work  Stoppages  (Press  release),  BLS  . August 

Sales,  Inventories  of  Single-Family  Homes, 

Census,  C-25  . August 

Agricultural  Prices,  Agriculture  . Mid-September 


For  sale  by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing  Office,  Washington,  D.C.  20402. 
Subscription  Price:  $IS.OO  domestic  postpaid:  $S.25  additional  foreign  mailing. 


Augttst  1981 


AGENCY  REPRESENTATIVES  FOR  DISTRIBUTION 
AND  NEWS  ITEMS 


Telephone  Telephone 


Agriculture: 

Richard  J.  Schrimper 

447-6201 

Justice: 

Roger  Kramer,  (INS  only) 

633-3059 

Economics  and  Statistics 

Marilyn  Marbrook,  Bureau  of 

492-9148 

Service 

Justice  Statistics 

Commerce: 

Labor: 

Joan  Hall  (distribution  orily) 

961-2001 

Census: 

Gary  Young  (news  items) 

449-1670 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

BEA: 

Larry  Moran 

Ann  Winkler  (personnel  notes) 

523-0777 

523-0890 

BLS: 

Henry  Lowenstern 

Anna  Hill 
(news  items) 

523-1327 

523-1661 

Defense: 

Mary  Frances  White, 

OSD  Comptroller 

695-6365 

ETA: 

Burt  S.  Barnow,  Office  of 

Research  and  Development 

376-7335 

Education: 

0.  Jean  Brandes  (NCES) 

436-7873 

Frances  Wattenberg,  Office  of 

376-5209 

Energy: 

John  Daniels  (news  items) 

252-1175 

Policy,  Evaluation,  and  Research 

Eugene  Odom 

633-8198 

Robert  Yerger,  Office  of 

376-6456 

(personnel  notes  and 

Management  Information 

HHS: 

distribution) 

Richard  E.  Schmidt 

245-7507 

Transportation: 

Treasury: 

James  L.  Duda 

Ed  Hartman,  Printing  Procurement 

426-0975 

566-5381 

PHS: 

Gooloo  Wunderlich,  OAS 

472-7921 

(distribution  only) 

for  Health 

Barbara  Haas  (news  items) 

566-2056 

Linda  Washington,  NCHS 
(news  items) 

436-8500 

IRS: 

Wendy  Alvey  (news  items) 

376-0216 

Evelyn  W.  Gordon, 

Food  and  Drug 

443-6220 

Consumer  Prod 
Safety  Com: 

Elaine  Soley-Smith 

492-6404 

SSA: 

John  J.  Carroll,  Director, 

673-5602 

Fed  Reserve: 

Robert  M.  Fisher,  R  &  S 

452-2871 

Office  of  Research  & 

Statistics  (news  items) 

NASA: 

W.  A.  Greene 

755-8439 

NSF: 

Charles  E.  Falk,  Div.  of  Science 

634-4634 

Robert  Robinson,  ORS 

673-5576 

Resources  Studies 

(distribution) 

Elizabeth  Williams 

634-4622 

HUD: 

Marilyn  C.  Fine 

755-5190 

Office  of 

IASI: 

Susana  Moncayo 

789-3779 

Personnel 

Management: 

Philip  Schneider 

632-6808 

Interior: 

Abraham  Haspel 

343-6007 

USPS: 

Richard  E.  Deighton, 

245-4195 

Office  of  Policy  Analysis 

Statistical  Analysis  Division 

Kathleen  Sullivan,  Bureau  of 

634-1125 

VA: 

Robert  W.  Schultz,  Director  of 

389-2423 

Mines  (news  items) 

Reports  and  Statistics  Service 

SUBSCRIPTION  ORDER  FORM 

ENTER  MY  SUBSCRIPTION  TO  STATISTICAL  REPORTER  (SRE)  @  $13.00.  Add  $3.25  for  foreign  mailing.  No  addi¬ 
tional  postage  is  required  for  mailing  within  the  United  States,  its  possessions,  Canada,  Mexico,  and  all  Central  and 
South  American  Countries  except  Argentina,  Brazil,  British  Honduras,  French  Guiana,  Guyana,  and  Surinam.  For 
shipment  to  all  other  foreign  countries  include  additional  postage  as  quoted  for  each  periodical  or  subscription 
service. 

Send  Subscription  to: 

□  Remittance  Enclosed  (Make 
checks  payable  to  Superin¬ 
tendent  of  Documents) 

r— I  Charge  to  my  Deposit  Account 

^  No.  _ 


MAIL  ORDER  FORM  TO: 
Superintendent  of  Documents 
Government  Printing  Office 
Washington,  D.C.  20402 


U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 
OFFICE  OF  FEDERAL  STATISTICAL 
POLICY  AND  STANDARDS 
WASHINGTON.  D.C.  20230 

OFFICIAL  BUSINESS 
PENALTY  FOR  PRIVATE  USE,  $300 

COM— 201 


US.IWAIL 


POSTAGE  AND  FEES  PAID 
U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

1st  CLASS  POSTAGE 


UNI  Vt  1  ■ 

UAi 

i  If 

r'iALKjihiLI''i5  ANlV 

r’KULto^ll^U 

Z.CCD 

Ku 

mKouK 

i*li.  HbiUO 

U.S.  DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

OFFICE  OF  FEOERAL  STATISTICAL  POLICY  ANO  STANDARDS 


/ 


i, 

i  • 


I 


